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Current Topics. 


The Christmas Vacation. 

Ir writ be seen from the amended Christmas Vacation notice, 
which we print elsewhere, that it has been arranged that Mr. 
Justice Bray shall sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on 
Friday, the 30th of December, to hear summonses for Mr. 
Justice Bicnam. 


Self-accusations of Crime. 


No one can have failed to observe that there are persons in 
this country who, upon the occasion of some atrocious murder 
and before the search for the real murderer has been successful, 
come forward and falsely accuse themselves of the crime. After 
putting the police to more or less trouble in detaining them and 
in making inquiry as to their antecedents, they admit that the 
whole story is an invention and are discharged. We are informed 
that these persons continue to multiply, and that, in addition, 
the Home Office, when a murderer is lying under sentence of 
death, is pestered with letters by persons describing themselves 
as the real murderer and asking that the prisoner may, before 
it is too late, be reprieved. It is not easy to say whether these 
persons are liable to punishment under the laws relating to false 
—— false mation, or the spreading of false news. 

any case we think that there is ground for a statutory 
enactment —— exemplary ties on those who indulge 
in this troublesome form of self-acousation. 


Damages for Being Deprived of a Telepohne, 

Ay action which has just been concluded in Paris is one of a 
class with which we may become more familiar in the next few 
ee It was brought by the occupier of a floor in a large 

uilding to recover dam from the proprietor for depriviag 
him of the use of a telephone communication with the ing. 


Each tenant, by the terms of the letting, was entitled at 
reasonable times to the use of this telephone, but the plaintiff 
was unable to obtain access to the office containing it owing to 
the absence of the concierge, and lost the sana of sendi 


ange, and 
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lost the profit which he would have derived from entering into 


was en to damages, but the damages which they awarded, 
£4, seem rather contemptuous in the eyes of Englishmen. Small 
as these were, it is more than doubtful whether our 
courts would not have considered them too remote to be recovered. 


The Hooley-Lawson Case. 


Tue Hoorey-Lawson case was distinguished by perhaps the 
ablest, and certainly the most unconventional, summing up 
which has been delivered for many years. It was a great test to 
which Mr. Justice Lawrence was subjected, comparatively 
young as he is in judicial experience; but we believe it is 
universally admitted that he came through it with great distinc- 
tion. He tried a most complicated and keenly fought case with 
dignity, patience, and firmness. His mastery of the facts 

i in the twenty days’ trial was astonishing—we believe 
that during his six or seven hours’ summing up he rarely 
had occasion to refer to his notes—and, above all, he 
shewed throughout that spirit of rigorous fairness towards the 
accused which Englishmen, at all events, regard as an indi : 
sable accompaniment of a criminal trial. We wish we could sa 
the same for the Solicitor-General. Some four years ago, wit 
regard to the Laks trial, we drew attention to the animus which 
he displayed against the prisoner, and remarked that in 

we were not accustomed to hear taunts addressed by 
& prosecuting counsel to a prisoner who had given evidence 
re his own behalf. We — been told that in Ireland it is 

@ practice to prosecute with ferocity; it is earnestly to be 
hoped that the custom, if it exists in Ireland, will not become 
prevalent in England. 

The New County Court Rules. 

Tue sew County Court Rules which have just been issued 
(too late for publication this week) contain a new order— 
XXIla.—prescribing the procedure to be adopted in actions 

t under the extended jurisdiction conferred by the 
Courts Act, 1903, which takes effect on the Ist of 
January next. Subject to the special rules contained in this 
order, the procedure in such actions is to be the same as in 
other actions. Most of these special rules are concerned with the 
time within which the proceedings in the action must be taken. 
Thus to the time for service of an ordinary summons a period of ten 
days is added, and, whether served in the home district or in a 
ign district, it must be served twenty clear days at least 
before the return day; and the notice of special defences must be 
filed ten clear days at least, instead of five, before the return day. 
Rules 21 to 26 of the order regulate the procedure in cases where 
an action commenced in one court is to be tried in another court. 
These rules contemplate the making of an Order in Council under 
section 5 of the Act of 1903 for the transfer of actions in which 
the sum claimed exceeds £50 to a special court on the circuit, and 
such Order in Council is printed elsewhere. It would probably 
have been better, as suggested in Mr. Rawiz’s address at the 
Portsmouth meeting, to drop section 5, at any rate for the 
yb oa acasae each court to deal with its own business. 
if the larger cases are to be referred to special courts, 
then the fiasco which attended the Lord Chancellor's Bill 
this has no —— but to make the Order 
in Council under section 5. The present rules arrange 
the transfer of the action for the of trial from 
“home court” to the “ ign court”—that is, the i 
court—but it is unnecessary to refer to them in detail. 
the judgment has been settled and the costs taxed, t 
further proceedings will take place in the home court. All the 
the would have been avoided had 
recognized that every er | court ought to be competent 


with claims up to £100. ‘The most important thing is the 
in Council on which the operation of the rules is rage ba 
| that the creation of these special county courte 


inconvenient to suitors, who will have to travel 
distances. It will, however, be a very long step towards 
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. justice, and will be 
to affect very materially the constitution and business 
A the High Court. The extension of jurisdiction necessarily 


re 


of the new order. All actions brought under the extended 
jurisdiction are to be within ord. 53, r. 8, and the fees allowed 
on trial are raised. Where counsel are employed, reasonable 
fees may, in cases in which there is a real contest, be allowed in 
excess of the present scale fees. 


The Law as to Jurors. 

Aurnover we do not hear of any Bill for the amendment of 
the laws relating to the qualification, summoning, attendance, 
and remuneration of special and common juries, many persons 
will think that some such amendment cannot long be delayed, 
With regard to the qualification of jurors, anyone familiar with 
the law reports of the time of Lord Mansriztp will remember 
that there were constant allusions to trials by ‘‘a jury of 
merchants,” and it is quite clear that such a trial was thought 
essential in the investigation of commercial causes. We hear little 
of juries of merchants at the ig = day, and we have been told 
that in a majority of cases the City merchants contrive by some 
mysterious process to escape from the jury box. With regard to 
remuneration, a case like that of the recent trial of Rex v. Hooley 
and Lawson is a striking illustration of the unfairness of the 

resent system. The trial was protracted and highly expensive. 
he yd. coc of some of fem engaged in the case were 
large, but if the loss of time of the unfortunate jurymen is con- 
sidered, they were practically subjected to a heavy pecuniary 
fine. Turning to another branch of the subject, we have daily 
experience of the difficulties of juries in arriving at a verdict 
upon the evidence, and we have just read that Mr. Justice 
while attending the recent assizes at Birmingham, 
took occasion to observe that he had not been satisfied with any 
verdict delivered by the juries in civil cases. 


Powers of Jointuring. 

Ir 1s noteworthy that in Saunders v. Shafto (ante, p. 100) the 
Court of Appeal, reversing the decision of Kexzwicu, J., have 
held that an exercise of a power of jointuring is not bad as being 
a fraud on the power because the wife receives from the husband 
@ pecuniary consideration. Where, indeed, the power is so 
exercised that a part of the jointure is to go to a creditor of the 
husband, then to this extent the exercise of the power will be 
bad, although the wife will be entitled to the part which was 
meant for her. This was the effect of the decision of Lord 
Harpwicxe in Lane v. Page (Amb. 233). But, provided the 
entire jointure passes into the disposition of the wife, it 
is not avoided because the wife gave to the husband 
a full pecuniary consideration for it. It was so decided 
in Ireland in Baldwin v. Roche (5 Ir. Eq. 110), and in the 
present case the Court of > ae have recognized the soundness 
of the rule thus established. A tenant for life had a power 
of creating a jointure rent-charge of £300, and he exercised it in 
consideration of a payment by his wife of £50, which was the full 
value of the jointure at the time. Some ground for refusing to 
allow the validity of the appointment may be found in the 
j ent of Kexewicn, J., in Whelan v. Palmer (36 W. R. 587, 
39 D. 648), and that learned judge appears to have been 
influenced by his former decision in deciding against the 
jointure in the present case. But the Court of Appeal, seeing 
that the wife took the entire disposition of the jointure, have 
declined to admit that there was any corrupt exercise of the 
wer, and have approved Baldwin vy. Roche, which has been 

many years quoted as an authority in the text-books. 


Obstruction to Highways. 


Tuz Conaizrow District Council seem to take a liberal view 
of their ers under the Local Government Act, 1894, By 
section 26 of that Act it is the duty of every district council to 
all public rights of way, and to prevent, as far as 

ible, the stoppage or obstruction of any such rights of way. 
e that a farmer was summoned by the council for allowing 
his es to grow to #o great a height as to be prejudicial to 
the highway, inasmuch as they excl sun and wind from the 
road, causing it to remain damp and in such a condition that it was 
easily cut up by the traffic. At the hearing, the farmer stated, 
in the course of his defence, that the hedges were essential to 
the enjoyment of his property, as they shaded the house from 
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to have been necessary, owing to the course which the case took, 
for any decision to be given on the question whether, i 
that the hedges affected the highway in the manner alleged, the 
owner could be considered to have obstructed the highway 
within the meaning of the Act. We cannot think that the 
word ‘‘ obstruction” bears any other thanits ordinary meaning, 
and taking this to be the case, we should be very much surprised 
if the High Court were to hold that the conduct of the farmer who 
allowed the hedges to grow on his land, but brought nothing 
upon the highway, could be the subject of an indictment. In 
the common case of a highway which is turned into a street by 
the erection of houses on either side, the highway authority 
might with equal justification complain that the road had been 
prejudicially affected by the new buildings. Highways cannot 
be allowed to interfere with the ordinary enjoyment of adjoining 
land. 


The Vesting of Lapsed Property. 


In THE oasE of Re Taylor's Agreement Trusts (1904, 2 Ch. 737) 
Bucky, J., has declined to take the benevolent view of section 
26 of the Trustee Act, 1893, which commended itself to 
FarwELt, J., in Re General Accident Assurance Co. (52 W. R. 
332; 1904, | Ch. 147). In the latter case certain leasehold 
premises had been assigned by way of mortgage to insurance 
company A. The undertaking and assets of that com- 
pany were transferred to insurance company B, but 
no transfer of the mortgaged property was made, and in 
due course company A was dissolved. When the omission 
was discovered, company B looked in vain for any person in 
whom the legal estate could be considered to be vested. The 
Crown declined to accept the trusteeship of the premises as bona 
vacantia, and nowhere else could a trustee be suggested. Under 
these circumstances Farwett, J., cut the knot by holding that 
the case was one in which a trustee could not be found 
within the meaning of section 26 of the Trustee Act, 1893, and 
he made an order vesting the mortgage debt and the mortgaged 
premises in company B. In the present case of Re Taylor’s 
Agreement Trusts (supra) a similar question arose. The 
liquidators of a company had agreed to sell to a purchaser 
letters patent of which the company was the registered owner, 
but the company was dissolved without any assignment having 
been executed. Under these circumstances it was argued that, 
just as in the previous case, the trustee of the letters patent 
could not be found, and it was attempted to have recourse 
to a vesting order under section 35 of the Trustee Act, 1893, 
which makes for choses tn action provision similar to that of 
section 26 with respect to land. But Bvoxtey, J., declined to 
admit that the trustee could not be found. To satisfy this 
requirement it was necessary, he said, to be able to predicate that 
there was a trustee, but that it was not known where he was. 
But in the present case either the legal title had vested in the 
Crown as trustee, or it had gone with the dissolution of the 
company, and was vested in no one. On neither alterna- 
tive could it be said that it was in a trustee who 
could not be found. jither it was in a trustee who 
could be found, but who was not bound to revognize the trustee- 
ship, or there was no trustee at all. Fortunately, the difficulty 
was got over in another way, and the Board of Trade, acting on 
the suggestion of the Crown counsel, directed the comptroller to 
register the name of the purchaser as proprietor of the letters 

atent. But this devive would not apply to such a case as 

General Accident Assurance Co, (supra), and it may be, 
regretted that the decision of Farwett, J., has, for practical 
purposes, been overridden. 


Liability of Master for Tort of Servant. 

Tue wasitry of the master for the tort of his servant is a 
subject of very wide interest, and one which very uently 
occupies the attention of our courts. An interesting decision 
has been lately given on the subject by the Court of Appeal 
in the case of Cheshire v. Bailey. he facts of the case 


were almost precisely the same as those in Abraham v. Bullock 
(86 L. T. 796) up to a certain point; and, of course, it 


master. The brougham was a vehicle specially furnished with 
shelves and cupboards fitted with locks, to carry the valuable 
samples which the traveller used in order to get orders for the 
paris 5 of his principal. The jobmaster supplied the brougham, 
the horse, and the driver, po was apecally told that a trust- 
worthy and steady mar was required as driver, The traveller, 
in the course of his business, was obliged to leave the i 

with valuable property inside it, in charge of the driver whilst 
he visited places of business, and also whilst he had necessary 
refreshment. One day he entered a restaurant to have his 
luncheon, leaving his brougham and its contents in charge of 
the driver as usual. Up to this point the two stories are 
identical for present purposes. Here, however, they diverge. 
In the older case, decided in 1902, the driver went into another 
restaurant himself to have some refreshment, leaving the carriage 
unguarded in the street. It was driven away by a thief and the 
valuable contents were stolen. Here the Court of Appeal held 
that the jobmaster was liable in an action at the suit of the 
manufacturer for the loss of the goods. The reason was clear. 
The jobmaster had contracted to supply something more 
than merely a man to drive carefully; he had contracted 
to supply a man to take ordinary care of the carriage and its 
contents when the traveller was bound to leave it. This 
ordinary care the servant of the defendant did not take, for he 
left the property in the street absolutely unprotected and at the 
mercy of any thief. Therefore, there was negligence by the 
servant within the scope of his employment. And as it was 
hardly arguable that the damage was too remote, the defendant 
was held to be liable. In the recent case, on the other hand, 
when the traveller went into the restaurant, the driver himself, 
in co-operation with others, stole the property entrusted to his 
charge, and was afterwards convicted of the crime. Now, the 
commission of such a crime cannot be said to be within the scope 
of such a servant's employment. The master had had a good 
character with the man, and had no reason whatever to doubt 
his honesty ; therefore, personally, he was guilty of no negli- 
gence. There were no grounds for asserting that the master 
warranted or insured the honesty of his servant. Hence, as the 
Court of Appeal decided, the master was not liable for the loss 
caused by the criminal act of his servant committed outside the 
ee of his authority. The line between the two cases is very 

ear. 


Warranty of Honesty of Servant. 

In comMENTING upon the above-mentioned case, when decided 
by Watton, J. (48 Soxrcrrors’ Journat 541), we observed 
that the effect of the decision appeared to be that there 
was implied in the contract a warranty of the honesty of 
the coachman, and not merely an oe that the 
defendant had used due and ordinary care in selecting him 
for his particular duty. We contended that there was no 
ground for implying such a warranty, and said that the case of 
the plaintiff was not strengthened by calling the criminal act 
of the coachman a breach of a contract to the goods. 
The Court of Apgeal. who took time to consider their decision, 
have now reve the decision of Watrox, J.. mainly on the 
ground that there was no special contract altering the — of 
the parties as implied by law upon a bailment of the in 
question. The defendant who employed a servant was - 
sible for acts done by the servant within the scope of his 
employment. But he was not an insurer, and not responsible 
for the crime committed by the driver, which was outside the 
scope of his employment, unless it could be shewn that the crime 
had ocourred through the defendant's negligeace. Though it 
cannot be said that this case makes any addition to the general 
law of bailments, it is none the less a useful illustration of the 
limits to the liability of a master for the felonious acts of his 
servant. There may be cases, besides those of a carrier or an 
innkeeper, in which a bailee may consent to undertake the 
obligation of an insurer, but he is not likely to enter into such 


an undertaking without a full consideration of the circumstances, 
and without an equivalent consideration, 
Registration Appeals. 

Two rxeisrration appeals of some im were decided 





is where they diverge that the interest comes in. A manu- 
facturer employed a traveller to represent him in London, 
and for this traveller’s use hired a brougham from a job- 


by the High Court this week in Wolfe v. Clerk of the County 
Council of Surrey and Reeve v. Same, Practically, the 
S 
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int was the same in each case, and they were heard together. 
Ta each case the appellant was a clergyman of the Church of 
England, and the incumbent of a church within a Parliamentary 
Borough. The appellant in each case was on the register, as 
the inhabitant occupier of his residence, for the borough. He 
was, however, the freeholder of the church, and was entitled to 
pew rents derived from the letting of seats in the church. The 
question was whether he was qualified for a county vote in 
of this freehold. Now, by section 24 of the Reform 
Act, 1832, no one is entitled to the county vote in respect of a 
freehold in a borough, if the freehold is occupied by himself. 
In Beswick v. Alker (L. R. 8 CO. P. 265) the facts were similar, 
but the clergyman occupied the freehold parsonage house and 
was registered as a borough voterin consequence. Here it was 
ed that his freehold in the house and church was one and 
indivisible ; that there was unity of title and possession ; that he 
occupied the church together with the house, and was therefore 
not entitled to a county vote. It was held, however, that 
the right to pew rents from the church could be severed 
from the occupation of the parsonage house so as to give a 
separate qualification. The question was not raised specifically, 
however, whether the clergyman did occupy the church. This 
question was raised in the recent cases; in which, apparently, 
neither of the appellants had a parsonage house, but each was 
on the borough register in respect of the occupation of his resi- 
dence as an ordinary tenant. Now, the freehold of a church is 
usually in the parson, but, as a rule, it is not a freehold of profit 
sufficient to give a vote. He derives, generally, no profit from 
the land on which the church stands. This is so even if he 
receives fees for marriages and baptisms performed within the 
church, for such fees are for personal services and do not arise 
out of the land: see Kirton v. Dear (L. R. 5 0. P. 217). Pew 
rents, however, do arise out of the land, clearly; and therefore a 
clergyman, having the freehold of his church, and drawing over 
40s. a year net profit from pew rents, has a freehold of profit 
which primd facie entitles him to a vote for a county. But if the 
church is within a borough, he can only have the county vote in 
respect of the church provided he does not occupy it. The 
——- therefore, in the recent cases resolved themselves into 
e question whether a clergyman does or does not “ occupy ”’ his 
church. Now, occupation necessarily implies possession, but posses- 
sion does not by any means necessarily imply occupation. The 
owner of an empty house has possession of it; but as long as it 
is vacant he is not rateable in respect of the occupation of the 
-house. Occupation implies some actual user of the house, and 
it is hard to see how this applies to the clergyman any more than 
to the members of the congregation. The fact of his receiving 
the pew rents cannot of i constitute occupation, any more 
than can the receipt of any other rents. The High Court held 
that neither of the clergymen “occupied” the church, and that 
each was entitled to a county vote; thus overruling the decision 
of the revising barrister. 


Recovery of Value of Pawned Goods after 
Destruction by Fire. 


A casE heard some days since before the magistrate of the 
North London police-court turned upon a section of the Pawn- 
brokers Act, 1872, which contains a provision quite contrary to 
the general law of pawnor and pawnee. The application was 
by the pledgor of a shawl, which had been destroyed by a fire on 
the premises of the pawnbroker, to recover its value from him. 
It is well known that by the general law the pledgee is not 
liable for damage to the goods by a fire on his premises, unless 
it wt ibe that the fire took place through his default, neglect, 
or wilful misbehaviour. But by section 27 of the Pawnbrokers 
Act, 1872, when a pledge is destroyed or damaged by fire, the 


“Real Estate” within the Meaning 
of Part I. of the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897. 


Tue absence of any definition in the Land Transfer Act, 1897, of 
the expression ‘‘real estate,” which occurs in the first two 
sections of the Act, has given rise to a considerable amount of 
speculation as to the meaning. intended to be conveyed by that 
expression. The legal mind has shewn particular concern in 
regard to the question whether estates tail come within the 
operation of Part I. of the Act, so as to devolve in the first 
instance, upon the death of the tenant in tail, on his personal 
representatives to the exclusion of his issue in tail. In the 
second edition of the late Mr. L. G. G. Rossins’ Treatise upon 
the Act, the learned author, after carefully reviewing the legal 
conception of an estate tail and the meaning usually attached by 
conveyancers to the expreseion ‘real estate,” observes that 
‘‘on the whole it seems somewhat difficult to escape from the 
conclusion that the real estate of the deceased tenant in tail will 
on his death pass to hisr personal representatives to the full 
extent of the estate tail,’ and boldly expresses the conclusion at 
which he arrives in the following syllogism: ‘‘ All real estate 
vested in a deceased owner and not passing by right of survivor- 
ship, passes by the Act; an unbarred estate tail is real estate so 
vested in the deceased owner ; therefore, an unbarred estate tail 
passes by the Act.” Again, in the recent work of Mr. T. 
Oyprian WILLIAMS upon the Law of Vendor and Purchaser, it is 
stated that ‘‘a real difficulty is raised by the unskilled wording 
of the Act in the case of estates tail”; it is there pointed out, 
however, that the operation of the Act is probably confined to 
devisable real estate. 

The question appears capable, nevertheless, of a very simple 
solution. Without attempting to minimize in the least degree 
the difficulties of construction to which the mode of enactment 
adopted by the Legislature throughout this part of the Act has 
given rise, it must be confessed that, in the. view of the writer, 
the draftsman, in selecting the expression “real estate” to 
denote the interests in land intended to be affected, in preference 
to embarking upon an exhaustive description or definition of 
those interests, has, in this instance, gone far to obviate, rather 
than otherwise, any necessity for a judicial pronouncement upon 
the meaning intended to be conveyed. In th» choice of the 
expression in question, particular attention appears to have been 
sa to the settled rules governing the construction of Acts of 

arliament. Some of these rules may be briefly summarized 
from Maxwell’s Interpretation of Statutes, pp. 29, 30, 40, 46, 50, 
as follows : 

1. To arrive at the real meaning, it is always necessary to get 
an exact conception of the aim, scope, and object of the whole 
Act (see River Wear Commissioners vy. Adamson, 2 App. Cas. 743), 
some indication of which may be afforded by the history and 
external circumstances leading to the enactment. 

2. The whole Act must be surveyed, and where there are 
earlier Acts relating to the same subject, the survey must extend 
to them ; for all are, for purposes of construction, considered as 
forming one homogeneous and consistent body of law. 

8. It is presumed that the Legislature uses the same language 
in the same sense when dealing at different times with the same 
subject. . 

The merest reference to the history and external circumstances 
leading to the enactment of Part I. of the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, will disclose an earlier enactment so closely connected, as 
regards subject-matter, with that under discussion as to demand 
that the survey to be made in accordance with the second of the 





pawnbroker shall nevertheless be liable, on application within 
the period during which ered say would have been redeemable, 
to pay the value of the pledge, after deducting the amount of 


the loan and profit, such value to be the amount of the loan and 
profit and 25 per cent. on the amount of the loan. The 
, acting under this section, made an order for the 

x haspry of a small sum to the pledgor, with costs. The diffi- 
uty of the real value of the pledge after it has 
been destroyed is probably the reason for the rather singular 


above rules of construction should be extended fo it. 

Prior to the year 1897, and save in the case of real estate 
charged with, or devised in trust for, the payment of debts, there 
was no system of administration out of court of real estate. The 
creditor, if he claimed by specialty binding upon the heirs, 
might bring an action at law against the heir or devisee ; other- 
wise he must have had resort to a suit in equity against the heir 
or devisee, pursuant to the second clause of Lord Romilly’s Act 
(3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 104), In whatever form, in later times, the 





mode of assessing the damage provided by the section. 


suit could be brought, it remained, in substance, a suit under 
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that Act brought to enforce rights in respect of real estate con- 
ferred by that Act. In the case of real estate charged with, or 
devised in trust for, the payment of debts, the devisee of course 
became responsible to the extent of the trust reposed in him, but 
if he were not also a to be executor, the real and 
personal estate respectively of the deceased person became subject 
to administration in different hands, causing no little incoaveni- 
ence to all parties. 

In this state of the law the Land Transfer Act, 1897, was 

passed, and, by establishing a real representative in the 
persons of the personal representatives or personal representa- 
tive for the time being of the deceased owner, introduced in 
effect a new system of administration of real estate out of court 
in all cases, superseding the former remedy in equity of the 
creditor against the heir or devisee, and superseding also the 
former system of divided administrations. So far as the Act 
supersedes the remedy provided by Lord Romilly’s Act, it is 
dealing with rights in respect of real estate conferred by that Act. 
In both Acts it was necessary to refer to certain interests in land— 
in the earlier Act, for the purpose of defining those interests 
intended to be made assets for the payment of debts ; in the later 
Act, for the purpose of defining those interests intended to be 
administered under the new system of administration. The text 
of Lord Romilly’s Act, so far as material, is as follows : 
_ “When any person shall die seised of, or entitled to, any estate or 
interest in lands, tenements, or hereditaments, corporeal or incorporeal, or 
other real estate, whether freehold, customary-hold, or copyhold, which he 
shall not by his last will have charged with, or devi subject to the 
payment of, his debts, the same shall be assets, &c.’’ 

The text of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, is as follows: 

‘“Where real estate is vested in any person, without a right in any 
other person to take by survivorship, it shall, on his death, notwithstand- 
ing any testamentary disposition, devolve, &c.”’ 

It will be seen that the expression “real estate” occurs in 
both Acts, and that in both Acts also the context goes to shew 
that by ‘“‘real estate” is intended only such interests in real 
estate as are of a continuing or transmissible nature and 
devisable. 

It remains to be said that, although Lord Romilly’s Act was 
passed seventy years ago, it has never been contended that 
estates tail are “real estates” within the meaning of that Act. 

There appear, therefore, to be two reasons sufficient to justify 
an interpretation being put upon the expression “real estate” 
in Part I. of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, excluding estates tail 
from the operation of the Act. In the first place, estates tail not 
having been subject to the equitable remedy of the creditor 
against the heir, under Lord Romilly’s Act, and not being 
devisable, are not within the apparent scope of the Act. An 
secondly, the Legislature must be assumed to have used the 
expression ‘‘ real estate’’ in the same sense in the later Act as it 
was used in the earlier Act dealing with the same subject. 








Trusts for Creditors. 


Wirs regard to trusts for payment of creditors, the principle has 
been firmly established that a mere conveyance of property upon 
trust to pay debts where the fact of the conveyance is not com- 
municated to the ereditors, does not create in their favour any 
enforceable trust. The arrangement is treated as one made by 
the debtor for his own convenience, and capable of being revoked 
by him. And an exception to this principle has been just as 
well established—namely, that the circumstances of the con- 
veyance in trust may be such as to constitute the creditors the 
objects of the debtor’s bounty. In that case they became cestuis 
que trust, with the ordinary rights of cestuis gue trust, and the 
conveyance in trust is irrevocable. But the exact point where 
the exception begins to operate is a matter upon which it is by 
no means easy to form a clear idea. 

In Wallwyn v. Coutts (3 Mer. 707) the principle was stated to 
follow from the rule that, where a trust is voluntary, the court 
will not enforce it. But this is obviously inaccurate, and the 
brevity of the report suggests that the reporter failed to grasp 
the true ground of Lord Expon’s judgment. The distinction as 
to volun trusts is between trusts which are executory and 


the court declines to enforce. A con in trust for the 
payment of debts is an executed trust, is not open to objec- 
tion merely on the ground that it is voluntary. This was pointed 
out by Lord Brovenam, C., in Garrard v. Lauderdale (2 R. & 
M. 451), and he observed that Wallwoyn v. Coutts, as reported, 
was inconsistent with Lord Expon’s decision in Eilison v. Ellison 
(6 Ves. 656). And he proceeded to lay down the principle which 
has since been accepted as governing creditors’ deeds: “I 
take the real nature of this deed to be, like that in W% 

v. Coutts, not so much a conveyance ing a trust in A. for 
the benefit of the creditors of the grantor, but rather that it 
may be likened to an arrangement made by a debtor for his 
own personal convenience and accommodation—for the pay- 
ment of his own debts in an order prescribed by hi — 
over which he retains power and control, and with respect 
to which the creditors can have no right to complain, inasmuch 
as they are not injured by it, they waive no right of action, 
and are not executing parties to it.” Similarly in Synnot v. 
Simpson (5 H. L. C. 121) Lord Orawworrn said (p. 133): 
“The arrangement is one supposed to be made by the debtor 
for his own convenience only; it is as if he had put a sum of 
money into the hands of an agent, with a direction to apply it 
in paying certain specified debts. In such a case there is no 
privity between the agent and the creditor. The debtor may 
at any time revoke the authority given to his agent, and may 
recall the money placed in hishands. . . . The same principle 
applies precisely where the debtor, instead of placing money 
in the hands of another, with directions to apply it in dis- 
charge of his debts, conveys real estate to him in order to its 
being converted into money by sale or mo so that the 
money raised may be applied in di debts. The 
person in whom real estate is so vested is a trustee, not for the 
creditor, but for the debtor”; and see the judgment of Jamss, 
L.J., in Johns v. James (26 W. R. 821, 8 Ch. D. 744). 

In Acton v. Woodgate (1833, 2 My. & K. 492), where the 
principle of Garrard v. Lauderdale was applied, Lxacu, M.R., 
pointed out that it might be inapplicable where the fact of the 
conveyance in trust had been communicated to creditors, 
‘‘ because the creditors, being aware of such a trust, might be 
thereby induced to a forbearance in respect of their claims which 
they would not otherwise have exercised.” It seems, however, 
that the mere communication of the trust to the creditors will 
not entitle them to the benefit of it. There must also be evidence 
that the creditors have been thereby induced to place reliance 
upon it, as if, for instance, they have expressed their satisfaction. 
The relation of trustee and cestut truste will then be estab- 
lished between the assignee the creditors, and the trusts 
will be irrevocable: Harland v. Binks (15 Q. B. D. 713). 

When there are other circumstances than a mere conveyance 
in trust for the payment of debts, it becomes a sperms. whether 
the exception shave stated operates, 90 that C) 
ceases to be a mandate, revocable at any time, and becomes a 
trust under which the creditors take as cestuis gus trust. Some- 
times the ent is to take effect only upon the death of 
the debtor, the property being then given, in the first place, for 

ayment of debts, and the pad) for third persons as 
Coeaiislenton. The judgment of Lord Onanworrs, O., in Synnot 
v. Simpson (supra) been taken, notwithstanding Lord Sr. 
Lzonarps’ dissent, as establishing that such circumstances shew 
an intention that the deed shall be irrevocable, at any rate after 
the death of the debtor, and that after such time the debtors are 
entitled to enforce it. ‘I doubt,” he said, ‘“‘whether the 
doctrine acted on in Garrard v. Lord Lauderdale applies to a 
case where the trust is to come into on only on 
the death of its author, and where, subject to the trust 
for payment of debts, the lands are conveyed 
by way of bounty to a third person. think it at all 
events open to argument that in such a case the settlor must 
prima facie be understood to be dealing with his property 
as if he was disposing of it by will, and therefore as con- 
templating bounty throughout ; or if it be contract so far as the 

y taking the estate is concerned, I think it must still be 
unty in favour of the plaintiffs named as incumbrancers.” 
These latter words refer to the case where two persons entitled to 
the estate—for instance, a father and son—agree to settle it for 





trusts which are executed, and it is the former class only which 





the payment of debts: see per Kxewron, J., in Prisstley v. Ellis 
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(45 W. R. 442; 1897, 1 Ch. 489, p. 502). The fact that 
there is a bargain between the settlors does not deprive the 


" arrangement of its character as conferring a bounty on the 


creditors. 

In the case just supposed there are two circumstances which 
make for bounty towards the creditors rather than agency 
between the settlor—that is, the debtor—and the assignee ; the 
arrangement is postponed to the death of the settlor, and the 
surplus of the property is given to persons who are clearly the 
objects of the settlor’s bounty. Both points were present in 
Re Fitzgerald's Settlement (36 W. R. 385, 37 Ch. D. 18), but 
stress was laid specially upon the first as shewing that the 

ent was not intended merely for the convenience of the 
debtor. Referring to the case where trusts are to take effect 
only after the death of the settlor, Corroy, L.J., said: “In 
such a case it appears from the first that it is a direction to take 
effect when he is not able to recall the direction, that it is 
not intended that the trustees who have the estate should be 
mere agents; it is not intended that they should have no duty 
or trust for anyone else; because the trusts are to take effect 
when he is dead, and is no longer able to call on the trustees to 
recouvey the property to him.” 

The case of a settlement by father and son upon trust for 
payment of the father’s debts after his death arose in Priestley v. 
Ellis (supra), there being also power for the trustees to sell and 
pay debts earlier with the consent of the father and son. 
After the father’s death there was a conveyance by the son in 
settlement which might possibly have operated as a revocation of 
the trust in favour of creditors if the son had been able to effect 
such a revocation. Kexewicu, J., held, however, that he had 
no such power. Whether the father and son could have jointly 
revoked the trust for creditors while both were living was a 
question which Kexewicn, J., left open, and he considered that 
it was also left open by Lord Cranworts in Synnot v. Simpson 
(supra). Assuming that there was any power of revocation at 
all, yet, inasmuch as the settlement was made by joint settlors, 
the revocation also must be joint, and on the death of one of 
them the possibility of revocation was at an end. 

The question whether the settlor can during his life revoke a 
trust for payment of debts which is to take effect after his death 
appears still to remain open. Upon principle it does not seem 

there should be any such power of revocation. As was 
pointed out in Re Fitzgerald's Settlement (supra), the very fact 
that the trusts are not to take effect until the settlor is dead 
shews that he is not to have the power of a them. The 
arrangement is not one for his own convenience, and the trustees 
are not merely his agents. And even when, as in Priestley v. 
Ellis, the trustees have a power of sale in the debtor’s lifetime 
with his consent, it is difficult to the instrument as having 
a different character during his life and after his death, so as to 
constitute the assignee a trustee for the debtor in the first 
instance, and then, if the trusts have not been revoked, a trustee 
after his death for the creditors. 

The second consideration adverted to by Lord Cranworru in 
Synnot v. Simpson might possibly render it unnecessary to answer 
the A oma just mooted—namely, that, subject to the payment 
of debt wd acet are conveyed by way of bounty toa third person. 
The third person only takes subject to such payment, and it would 
seem that the bounty in favour of the third person cannot take 
effect unless the trust for creditors is treated as being by way of 
bounty also. This was the view taken by the Privy Council in 
Gotfrey v. Poole (13 App. Cas. 497), where a debtor conveyed 
all his real estate upon trust to sell and pay his debts, and as to 
any ultimate surplus to pay the same to trustees for his wife for 
life, with remainder to their children. Referring to Wallwyn 
v. Coutts (supra) and Garrard vy. Lauderdale (supra) Sir Bannzs 
Peacock, in delivering the judgment, said: “There is a 
great difference, however, between those cases and the present, 
m which there was an ultimate trust for the benefit of the 
wife and children which was binding upon the debtor and 
pg a the irrevocable by him.” It is unfortunate that 

judgment did not refer to Synnot v. Simpwn, or it might 
have been seen that this principle would in most cases nibs i 





irrevocable, this result must follow whether the trusts take effect 
at once or are postponed. 

Other circumstances than the above may shew that a deed of 
assignment is intended for the benefit of creditors rather than 
for the convenience of the debtor, and it will then be irrevocable. 
Such was the case in Wew’s Trustees v. Hunting (45 W. R. 577; 
1897, 2 Q. B. 19)—untouched on this point by the appeal to the 
House of Lords, Sharp v. Jackson (1899, A. C. 419)—where the 
trusts were in favour of a particular class of creditors whom the 
debtor was anxious to secure; and in every case it is a question 
of construction whether the debtor intended to create an agency 
for his own convenience or a trust for the benefit of creditors. 








Reviews. 


Income Tax. 


Pratr’s INCOME TAX: BEING A FULL ANALYSIS OF THE PROVISIONS 
OF THE INcOME Tax Acts. WITH CaszEs oF ILLUSTRATION, Ex- 
PLANATORY NOTES, AND A Copious INDEX. SEVENTH EDITION. 
By JosEPpH HAaworTH REDMAN, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Butter- 
worth & Co.; Shaw & Sons. 


The Income Tax Acts are bulky in volume and complicated in their 
provisions. The present concise work does not give the text of the 
Acts in full—for that the reader is referred to Dowell’s Income Tax 
Acts—but it gives an analysis of the Acts, so as to enable the reader 
to understand their effect, and, as far as possible, the language of the 
Acts themselves is adopted. The law reports shew continually the 
recurring difficulties of the questions which arise in the assessment 
of income tax, and Mr. Redman has had to incorporate a number of 
new cases, notably the litigation between the Revenue authorities 
and the London County Council in London County Council v. 
Attorney-General (1901, A. C. 26), with its sequel in Attorney-General 
v. London County Council (1904, 2 K. B. 635). Recent cases have 
shewn a strong tendency to enforce the obvious principle that the 
same income should not be taxed twice over, but it is not always easy 
to secure its observance. The concise statement of the authorities 
contained in the notes will be very useful to practitioners who have 
to advise upon the effect of the Acts; in particular in regard to 
what constitutes trading within the United Kingdom, and to the 
payment or deduction of income tax in respect of iuterest. The book 
can be recommended as a useful ‘first aid” in income tax cases. 





—— 


Questions at the Final Examination. 


THE SrupENT’s DIGEST: CONTAINING THE QUESTIONS SET AT THE 
Frnaut (Pass) EXAMINATIONS OF THE Law SociETY IN RECENT 
YEARS ON ALL THE SUBJECTS, TOGETHER WITH ANSWERS THERETO, 
AND INTENDED AS A REVISION GUIDE FOR FINAL STUDENTS. By 
AuBerRT Gipson, ARTHUR WELDON, and H. Gipson RIvrinGTon. 
Tuirp Eprrion, The ‘‘ Law Notes” Publishing Offices. 


The present work does not attempt to supply a complete record of 
all the questions which have been asked at the ‘“ Final” since its 
institution, but it contains those set at the Pass Examinations for the 
five years from November, 1899, to June, 1904, and it thus gives a 
sufficiently complete guide to the test for which the student has to 
prepare himself. As the editors say, times change, examiners come 
and go, and the whole character of examinations alters. The candi- 
date, of course, who hopes to forecast the questions which he will have 
to answer trusts to a speculation which may or may not be justified 
by results; but if he accepts the book, not so much as a prediction, 
but as a means of strengthening his gait generally, he will find 
it of great use. A student who, after ing a particular subject, 
tests himself with the questions here set and then compares his 
results with the auswers turnished him, cannot fail to have his interest 
aroused and his weak spots detected. The authorities upon which 

answers are based, including many recent ones, appear to be 
correctly and clearly stated. 





Books Received. 


Criminal Proceedings on Indictment and Information (in England 
and Wales). cd! . B. BowEn-RowLanpbs, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Law of Saving Banks: containing the whole Statute Law up 
to and Including the Act of 1904, and the Statutory Regulations 
Relating to Both Trustee and Post Office Saviugs Bunks Collated 
and Systematically Ar d; together with llr Selected 
Aw of the Registrar of Friendly Societies given between the Years 
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1876 and 1903. By J. Y. WATT, Esq., of the National Debt Office. 
With a Preface by E. W. Brasrook, Esq., C.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
Butterworth & Co. : 

The Law of Motor-cars, Hackney and other Carriages: an Epitome 
of the Law, Statutes, and Regulations. Second Edition, By G. A 
BonnER, B.A., and H. G. Farrant, B.A., Barristers-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Worke for Cutters; or, a Merry Dialogue betweene Sword, Rapier, 
and Dagger. Acted in a Shewin the famous University of Cambridge, 
A.D. 1615. Edited, with MHistorical Prologue and lossarial 
Epilogue, by ALBERT ForBEs SrEvEKING, F.8.A., F.R.Hist.S., 
§.8.C., &c. With Intoductory Note by Dr. A. W. Warp. C. J. 
Clay & Sons. 

A First Book of Jurisprudence for Students of the Common 
Law. By Sir FREDERICK PoLLock, Bart., D.C.L, Hon. LL.D., 
Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Macmillan & Co. (Limited). 


Banking and Currency. By ERNeEsT SykKegs, B.A. (Oxon.), 
Lecturer on Banking and Currency to the London Chamber of 
Commerce. With an Introduction by F. E. STEELE, Fellow of the 
Institute of Bankers. Butterworth & Co. 








Points to be Noted. 
Company Law. 


Income Tax — Foreign Company with English Registered 
Office.—It is generally difficult to state shortly and accurately the 
effect of an income tax case. The simplicity of the head-note in the 
case under consideration makes one somewhat dubious as to its 
accuracy. Having regard to the following passage in Channell, 
J.’s, judgment, it may be no easy task to note up the case. 
The learned judge says: ‘‘The cases are of very little assistance, 
because the considerations, which in the present case are partly in 
favour of one side and partly of the other, are in the reported decisions 
all upon one side or the other.” A company was registered at 
Pretoria, but had its principal office and the meetings of its board in 
London, and it was held that it was. liable to pay income tax on the 
whole of its profits, inasmuch as it was ‘‘a person residing in the 
United Kingdom” within the meaning of Schedule D, section 2, to 
the Income Tax Act, 1853.—GoERz & Co. v. BELL (Channell, J., 
March 9) (1904, 2 K. B. 136). 


Bankruptcy of Shareholder—Amendment of Proof.—The bank- 
ruptcy of shareholders who have not paid for their shares in full often 
gives rise to nice points of law. Where the articles of association 
gave the company the usual lien on shares not fully paid, and a 
member held shares some only of which were fully paid, the company 
proved in the shareholder’s bankruptcy for the amount due on the 
partly-paid shares. The proof was admitted, and the company received 
a dividend. wc elinend x the company altered its articles so as to 
extend this lien to fully-paid shares, and after it had gone into 
liquidation, the liquidator applied in bankruptcy for leave to amend 
the proof, or withdraw it and put in a new proof, and to set up the 
lien. The leave was refused on the ground that there had been no 
‘inadvertence.’ —- RE Rowk, Ex PARTE WEST GOLD FIELDs 
(LimirEep) (Bigham, J., June 6) (1904, 2 K. B. 489). 


Conveyancing and Equity. 


Equitable Limitations.—There appears to be some conflict of 
authority as to what is the true principle governing the construction 
of equitable limitations of real estate. In these notes, under date of 
the 19th ult., it was stated as a result of the recent decision of 
Joyce, J., in Re Tringham’s Trusts, that in construing equitable 
limitations the court is net bound by the analogy of legal rules of 
construction, but may give effect to any indication of the true inten- 
tion of the grantor which may be found on the fave of the instrument 
rlsewhere than in the words of the limitation itself. This appears to 
have been in accordance with the opinion of the older text-writers, 
such as Hayes and Cruise, but to be opposed to the opinions expressed 
in more modern text-books, such as Elphinstone on the Interpretation 
of Deeds and Lewin on Trusts (see the judgment of Chitty, J., in Re 
Whiston’s Settlement, at p. 663). Ina recent case before Buckley, J., 
the question for decision was whether in a post-nuptial settlement of 
equitable interests in real estate, a conveyance to trustees without 
words of limitation of inheritance was sufficient to to them 
the whole equitable estate in fee to which the settlor was entitled. 
His lordship held that there passed to the trustees merely an estate for 
the lives of the trustees and the life of the survivor of them; and, 
as a result of a full review of all the authorities bearing upon the 
subject, the learned judge arrived at the conclusion that an equitable 
estate in feo simple will not pass without words of limitation, except 


intention ; (2) words are inserted which express that the itee is 
to have all the estate and interest which the grantor 3; (3) the 
grantee has, independently of the deed itself, an equitable right to 
the fee simple. In Re Tringham’s Trusts, it will be remembered, the 
question arose —— the absence of words of inheritance in the limita- 
tion of beneficial interests, the legal estate in fee being duly vested in 
the trustees. The two cases, therefore, are distinguishable upon the 
facts, but in those facts it is hard to find a satisfactory reason for the 
application of widely differing principles of construction.—Rz Lewin, 
LEWIN ». PARKEs (1904, 2 Ch. 752), 








New Orders, &c. 


The County Courts Act, 1903. 


At the Court at Buckingham Palace, the 12th day of December, 
1904. Present: The ep Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

Pursuant to section 5 of the County Courts Act, 1903, his Majesty 
is pleased, by and with the advice of his Privy Council, to order, and 
it is hereby ordered as follows: 

; . This Oxder mag bo olted as the County Counts Coder in Council, 
904. 

2. As respects the County Court circuits mentioned in the first 
column of the schedule hereto, the County.Courts named in the second 
column of the schedule opposite to the names of those circuits - 
tively, shall be the courts in which shall be tried the actions in whi 
by virtue of this Act the plaintiff claims a sum exceeding £50, 
commenced in the courts named in the third column of the schedule 
opposite to the names of those courts so respectively mentioned in the 
second column. 

3. Every court to which actions are transferred by virtue of this 

Order shall have the same jurisdiction in such actions as it would 

have had in case they had been commenced therein, and the judgment 

of the court in which such actions are tried, shall have the same 

effect as if the judgment therein had been the judgment of the court 
A. W. Frrzro 























in which they were commenced. Y. 
. SCHEDULE, 
Ist column. 2nd column. 3rd column. 
County Court circuits. | Conan te 0D eetetn | Capen 2 ewe 
- | Gateshead. 
Circuit No. 1. —— | Morpeth and Blyth. 
North Shields. 
| Bram 
Carlisle. = ith ? 
| Wigton. 
ee a ee ee ee 
—e Ambleside 
endal. | sw. 
| Kirkby Lonsdale. 
. awe i: > es! 
eee secre... Le Oe 
| 
: | Ormskirk and Southport. 
Circuit No. 6. Liverpool. St. Helens and Widnes. 
— apa _—— ———— 
| Oungicten, at Sandbach. 
7 | Macclesfield. 
Steckigert. | Nantwich and Crewe. 
Circuit No. 9. Whitchurch. 
s MD 
| 
| Ashton-under-Lyne Say bridge. 
: ‘ G 
Circuit No. 13. Sheffield. | a 
Barnard Castle. 


‘ Darlington, 
Cirouit No, 15, | Stockton-on-Tees, Leyburn. 
Northallerton 





where (1) the assurance is so made referentially as to shew the 
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2nd column. 








County Court circuits. 





Courts in which actions 


are to be tried. 


York. 





3rd column. 


Courts from which actions are t 
be transferred for trial. 





Easingwold. 
Helmsley. 
Thirsk. 
Knaresborough. 
Ripon. 
Tadcaster. 





if 





Middlesbrough. 
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Great Grimsby. 


Gainsborough. 


Boston. 


Stokesley and Guisborough. 


Barton-on-Humber. 
Louth. 





Brigg and Scunthorpe. 





Holbeach. 
Sleaford. 


Spalding. 





sna mac - Saree 


Lincoln. 
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Nottingham. 











Derby. 


Leicester. 


Ashby -de-la-Zouch. 


Grantham. 


Oakham. 


Worcester, 


Hanley. 


Maflord, 


Horncastle. 
Market Rasen and Caistor. 


Bingham. 
East Retford. 
Mansfield. 
Newark. 
Worksop. 


Alfreton. 

Ashborne. 

Bakewell. 

Belper and Ilkeston. 

Buxton, Chapel-en-le- 
Frith and New Mills. 

Chesterfield. 

Long Eaton. 

Wirksworth and Matlock. 

Burton-on-Trent. 


Lutterworth. 
Market Harborough. 


Market Bosworth. 


Bourne. 
Stamford. 


Uppingham. 


Bromyard. 
Ledbury. 
Droitwich. 
Great Malvern. 
Kidderminster. 
Stourbridge. 
Tenbury. 


Market Drayton. 
Burslem. 

Cheadle. 

Leek. 
Newcastle-under-Lyme. 


Stoke -upon-Trent and 


Longton, 
Tunstall, 


Lichfield, 
Rugeley. 
Stone, 
Uttoxeter, 
Atherstone. 


County Court circuits. 








8rd column. 





Courts in which actions 
are to be tried. 


Courts from which actions are to 
be transferred for trial. 








Circuit No, 32. 


Cirenit No, 36. 


Circuit No. 38. 





Oircuit No, 50, 


Hereford. 


Tamworth. 
Leominster. 
Cleobury Mortimer. 
Ludlow. 





Circuit No. 27. 


Shrewsbury. 


Bishop’s Castle. 
Bridgnorth. 
Madeley. 
Newport. 
Oswestry. 
Wellington. 
Wen. 





Llangefni, Holyhead and 
Menai Bridge. 





Denbigh. 
Ruthin. 





Cireuit No.29, | : | 


Llanrwst. 





Holywell. 
Mold and Flint. 








March. 


Norwich, 


Ely. 
Soham. 
Wisbech. 


Attleborough and Watton. 
Aylsham. 

Holt. 

North Walsham. 
Wymondham. 





King’s Lynn. 





Oxford. 


Northampton. 


Banbury. 


braintree. 


Romford. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
' 


Colchester 


Brighton, 





Little Walsingham and 
Fakenham. 

Swaffham. 

Thetford. 


Abingdon. 
Faringdon. 
Wantage. 
Bicester. 
Thame. 
Witney. 
Woodstock. 


Kettering. 
Towcester. 
Wellingborough. 


Buckingham. 
Brackley. 


Dunmow. 


Grays Thurrock, 


Halstead, 
Harwich. 


Dorking. 

Redhill, 

Arundel, 
Chichester, 

Kast Grinstead, 
Hastings. 
Hayward's Heath. 
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1st column. 





County Court circuits. 


Circuit No. 50. 


Cirenit No, 51. 


Circuit No, 52. 


Circuit No, 58, 


Circuit No, 59. 


2nd column. 


3rd column. 





Courts in which actions 


are to be tried. 


Courts from which actions are to 
be transferred for trial. 





Brighton. 








} 


| 
| 


Winchester. 


Horsham. 


Midhurst. 
Petworth. 


Wasthing. 


Alton. 


Lewes and Eastbourne. 





Basingstoke. 


Andover. 


| 





Southampton. 


Bath. 


| 


Romsey. 


Calne. 


Melksham. 





Bishop’s Waltham. 


Chippenham. 
Chipping Sodbury. 
Devizes. 


Temple Cloud. 


| Warminster. 


Marlborough. 





Plymouth, 


Crediton. 


Bradford and Trowbridge. 


Newton Abbot and Torquay. 
Okehampton. 
Totnes and Paignton. 


Kingsbridge. 
East Stonehouse. 


Tavistock. 





Truro, 


Bodmin. 


Launceston. 


Penzance. 


Helston. 


Falmouth. 
St. Austell. 


Liskeard. 
Camelford. 


Redruth. 
St. Columb Major. 








Holsworthy. 





During the Christmas Vacation, all app 
be immediately or 
the time being sha 


fl 





High Court of Justice. 


CHRISTMAS VACATION, 1904-5. 


Amenpep Noricr. 
There will be no sitting in court during the Christmas Vacation. 


lications ‘‘ which may require to 


romptly heard,’’ are to be made to the judges who for 


act as Vacation Judges. 


The Honourable Mr. Justice Bigham will act as Vacation Judge from 


if 


* Cham 


Thursday, December 22nd, to Saturday, December 31st, both days 
cations in urgent matters may be made to his lordship by 
Justice Bray will sit in King’s Bench Judges 
on Friday, December 30th, to hear summonses for Mr. Justice Bigham. 


The Honourable Mr. Justice Warrington will act as Vacation Judge 
, January 10th, both days 
J ’ Chambers on 


from Monday, January 2nd, 1905, to Tu 
His lordship will sit in K 
Y» January 6th, On other days, 
tions in urgent matters may be made to his lordship by poat or rail. 


thin the above period, applica- 


In any case of great urgency the brief of counsel may be sent to the 


by book- 
affidavits in sapoet 
sheet of 


per, signed by counsel, of the order he may 
cant entitled to, and also an envelope capable of receiving the 
addressed as follows; ‘Chancery Official Letter; To the 


the ap 


t or parcel, prepaid, accompanied by office copies of the 
rt of the cqulienien, and also by a minute, on a separate 


. 


in 


uaa des eine i: 

rage papier for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

zoe pages cn) nl ee ee 

The ad of the j for the time being acting as Vacation Judge 
can be obtained on at the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, 

Buckley and Mr. Justice Warrington 

Division A to Th wi be anes Se ae 
Tuesday, December 27 ; » December 28 ; , December 
29; Friday, December 30, 1904; Tuesday, J 3; Wednesday, 
January 4; Thursday, January 5; Friday, January 6, 1905. 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
THE ALIANZA CO. (LIM.) v. BELL. No. 1. 


Revenve—Income Tax—Depvucrions—Prortrs anp Garss or a TrapE— 
Raw Marerrat—Exnuavstion or Caprrat—Income Tax Acts, 1842 (5 
& 6 Vicr. c. 35), s. 100, Scuepute D, case l, re. 1,3; ann 1853 (16 & 
17 Vict. c. 34), s. 2, Scnepute D. 


Appeal from the judgment of Channell, J., on a case stated by the 
Commissioners of Income Tax for the City of yey the 
Alianza Co. against Schedule D of 
the Income Tax Act, 1853, for the year ‘the 

is reported in 53 W. R. 23; 1904, 2 K. B. 666. 


16th Dec. 


nitrate grounds known as Alianza, from 
Messrs. Antony Gibbs & Sons, ‘and upon which they erected factories and 
other buildings. The raw material, named “‘caliche,”’ from which nitrate 
was produced, was found in deposits upon the nitrate grounds at or close to 


the surface and in layers covering the about six feet in The 
chief value of the nitrate grounds in the caliche, rtp that 
was worked out and exhausted, the machinery, and plant, would be 


of little value. The caliche was loosened by explosives, and —— 


deduction was i i . as the cost of the nitrate was a capital 
asset, and that the age Poy tome effect a claim for 
of capital. Channell, J., held that the money in purchasing the 


Nal Ee a ae ee eee 
allowance could be in thereof. 

Tae Covrr (Cotums, M.R, and Srratixe and Marsew, L.JJ.) dis- 
pos Goes. They held that the case was go the decisions 
in Addie v. Solici Inland Revenus (2 Rettie 431), ~— wh ae 

x ( . 


Finlay A. 
Co. ; Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 
[Reported by W. F. Barry, Bsq., Barrister.at-Law. } 


HEADLAND ». COSTER AND ANOTHER. No. 1. 14th Dec. 


Ratryveo—Distress—Amount Not Excespme £20—Exrensss or Sate— 
Distress (Costs) Acts, 1817 (57 Gro. 3, c. 93), s. 1, Scxmpute; anp 1827 
(7 &8 Gro. 4, c. 17)—Disrasss iron Rarss Act, 1849 (12 & 13 Vicr. c. 
14), s. 1. 

Appeal from the judgment of the Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, 
CJ., and Wills and roomgg Spe - affirming the decision of the 
Bromley County Court judge. was t to recover the sum 
of 5s. 7d. in respect of an alleged excess charged 
cuyey Oe 6 Gite ae OS 2 oe ee The 
plaintiff, who was a ratepayer, paid the poor rate of him with 
the exception of 5s., which he had a conacientious objection to pay. H 
and thirty-eight others, who had refused to 
poendtnmees 7 non-payment of the balance, and 
them. Disteoss wastnnte were then Sened equinst Sam, eek Gheons 
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had been impliedly repealed by the Distress for Rates Act, 1849, under 
which “reasonable charges of the taking, keeping, and selling of the said 
»? were recoverable, the expenses in the present case having been 
reasonable. The Divisional Court affirmed this decision, upon the ground 
that the case was governed by their earlier decision in Hil/ v. Pannifer (52 
W. RB. 588; 1904, 1 K. B. 811). The plaintiff appealed. By the schedule 
to the Distress (Costs) Act, 1817, a scale of charges is specified where 
the sum demanded does not exceed £20, the material item being 
‘catalogues, sale, and commission, and delivery of goods, one shilling in 

pound on the net produce of the sale.’ 
Covrrt (Cottrss, M.R., and Srietrve and Maruew, L.JJ.) allowed the 
They held that there was no inconsistency between the Act of 
817 and that of 1849, so as to cause the implied repeal of the earlier Act 
later one. The statute of 27 Geo. 2, c. 20, which was passed in 
, and was not repealed until 1848 (see 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, s. 36), 
tained (in section 2) exactly the same words as the Act of 1849, relating 
charges for distresses—namely, ‘‘allowing the reasonable charges of 
taking, keeping, and selling such distress.”” That Act of 1754 co-existed 
with the Acts of 1817 and 1827 down to the year 1848, and it had never 
been suggested that there was any inconsistency between them. So, too, 
the Act of 1849 stood side by side with the Acts of 1817 and 1827, and was 
not inconsistent with them. The Acts of 1817 and 1827 applied to distresses 
for over £20, and the Act of 1849 to distresses for a sum not exceeding 
£20. The charges specified in the Act of 1817 were to be considered as 
those charges which the Legislature thought to be reasonable where the 
sum demanded did not exceed £20. The consequence was that the 
decision in Hill v. Pannifer was wrong and must be overruled.—CovnszL, 
Shearman, K.C., and R. Mortimer Montg ; Danckwerts, K.C., 
Hutton, and Arthur E. Gill. Soutcrrors, Lioyd-George, Roberts, ¢ 

Co. ; Wontner & Sons. 
[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


CHESHIRE v. BAILEY. No.1. 15th Dec. 


Masrer anp Servanr—Contract to Suppry Carriace AND COACHMAN TO 
CommenctaL Travetter—Dvty to Sarectarp ARTICLES In CARRIAGE— 
Larceny By CoacHMAN. 


Appeal by the defendant from the judgment of Walton, J. The 
plaintiff, who was a wholesale silversmith, hired a commercial brougham, 
with a horse and coachman, from the defendant, who was a jobmaster, for 

of his traveller taking round samples to customers. The 

defendant did not know the trade carried on by the plaintiff, nor what 
kind of samples would be carried in the brougham. The brougham was 
an ordinary commercial brougham with a lock and key. On one occasion 
the plaintiffs’ traveller, after having visited certain customers, left the 
with its contents in charge of the ¢oachman, and went to have 

hislunch. During his absence the coachman drove the brougham toa place 
agreed upon between the coachman and his accomplices, who stole the 
and ite contents to the value of £1,000. The coachman was 
subsequently convicted of the crime. The defendant when he took the 
coachman into his service had a good character with him, and the 
coachman bore a good character until he committed the crime. In an 
action by the plaintiff to recover the value of the samples stolen, Walton, J., 
held that, in accordance with the decision in Abraham v. Bullock (86 L. T. 
796), the defendant had undertaken that the coachman he supplied should 
use ordinary and reasonable care in safeguarding the contents of the 
in the temporary absence of the traveller, and that the coachman 

had not used reasonable care in ing the contents, but had, on the 


we 


bie 


8 
5 


coachman had done amounted toacrime. He accordingly gave judgment 
for the i The EEE 5 mow Asia, 

Tue (Cottrss, MLR., me and Maruew, L.JJ.), having 
taken consider 


, allowed the —_— They held that, though the 
defendant would have been liable for the negligence of his servant in the 
scope of his employment in the safeguarding of the contents of the 
brougham in the absence of the traveller, as in the case of 
Abraham ¥. " ¢ was not liable for the crime of the servant 
committed outside the scope of his employment, for his own purposes, and 
that, therefore, the defendant was not liable in the action.—Covnse1, 
C. A. Russell, K.C., and Sims Willams; English Harrison, K.C., Clavell 
Salter, K.C., and Thorn Drury. Sorscrrozs, G. F. Hudson, Matthews § Oo. ; 
H. Gifford, Turner & Co. 


| Reported by W. ¥. Bazar, Faq., Barrister-at-Law. j 
WRIGHT +. WRIGHT AND PICO. No.2. 19th Dec. 


piriws—No Veemer or Aveurexy vy Wie—Oxper Fosxvine Apvutrery 
ux Co-nesrospest—Arrimcation nx Wire von Leave tro ArreaL— 


Pexsoxs Pesscomen. 


This was an ¢z parte lication for leave to appeal inst an order of 

President (eepented’ to the Tues of the Lath of December) made on a 
busband’s petition for divorce, the ground of the petition being the wife's 
adultery with an Italian medical student named Pico, domiciled 
the British jurisdiction. The misconduct was alleged to have 
jat various places in Pony an The co-respondent did not 
Cee a6 4 witness. e jury were unable to agree as to the 
commission of adultery by the wife, but the President made an order 
finding that the c-respomdent had committed adultery with her. No 
costs Were asked tor as against him. The present application was made by 
counsel for the respondent, on the ground that the order wa» made without 
jurisdiction and, presumably, per incuriom, and that it was materially 
projadicial to her, though not legally so, she being no party to it. It was 


ut 





a matter of great importance, in the event of a new trial, and also as 
laying her under a lifelong imputation. The co-respondent could not 
intervene without submitting to the jurisdiction. 

Tae Cover (VaucHan Wiiiiams, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
refused the application as being made by one not legally affected by the 
order, but suggested that the co-respondent might enter a special appear- 
ance and apply to have the order set aside.—CounseL, Rawlinson, K.C., 
W. Whately, and T. C. Rogerson. Soxicrrors, Rooper § Whately. 


[Reported by R. Hitt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
ATTORNBY-GENERAL v. LETHBRIDGE. Phillimore, J. 16th Dec. 


In.anp Revenve—Estare Du1y—SerrLemMent—Po.icies or AssURANCE— 
Frvance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), ss. 1, 2 (1) (e) (4). 


Information by the Attorney-General claiming that on the death of Sir 
W. Lethbridge estate duty became payable under the Finance Act, 1894, 
upon the principal value of all moneys received under fifteen policies of 
assurance on his life, or (alternatively) on the principal value of all such 
moneys, less a sum in proportion to the premiums paid in respect of any 
of the said policies after the 8th of January, 1902, or (alternatively) on the 
principal value of all moneys received under certain five of the said policies 
as property passing on the death of Sir W. Lethbridge within the meaning 
of the Act. By an indenture dated the 19th of August, 1885, and made 
between Sir W. Lethbridge and his eldest son, the defendant, then 
W. Periam Lethbridge, reciting that certain estates derived by the will of 
Sir T. Lethbridge, the grandfather of Sir W. Lethbridge, were vested 
in trustees upon trust for the payment of certain annuities, and subject 
thereto upon trust to pay the income thereof to Sir W. Lethbridge, 
and after his death in trust for the defendant in tail male, with 
remainders over ; and reciting that at the date of the indenture next here- 
after mentioned Sir W. Lethbridge had raised by way of charge upon his 
life estate and sundry policies of assurance on his life (including the 
fifteen policies hereinafter mentioned) sums amounting to £59,121; and 
reciting that by an indenture dated the 4th of March, 1885, and made 
between Sir W. Lethbridge of the first part, the defendant of the second 
part, and C. Longbourne of the third part, which indenture was executed 
as part of a family arrangement between Sir W. Lethbridge and the 
defendant, and was duly enrolled as a disentailing assurance on 
the 6th of March, 1885, the estates were limited to C. Longbourne 
and his heirs subject to the several annuities, mortgages, and 
incumbrances affecting the same, but freed and discharged from the 
estate in tail male of the defendant and the remainders thereon upon 
such trusts as Sir W. Lethbridge and the defendant should by deed jointly 
appoint, and in default of appointment on the trusts therein referred to 
(being the trust subsisting under the will of Sir T. Lethbridge); and 
reciting that as a further part of the family arrangement, and by an 
indenture dated the 10th of June, 1885, and made between Sir W. Leth- 
bridge and the defendant of the first part, A. Goddard and others of the 
second part, and Sir W. F. Pollock and others of the third part, Sir W. 
—— and the defendant, in consideration of £71,000 paid to them, 
appointed and conveyed certain portions of the estate to Sir W. F. Pollock 
and others by way of mortgage for securing the said sum of £71,000 and 
interest, and reciting that the said sums, amounting to £59,121, charged 
on the life estate of Sir W. Lethbridge and on the said policies of assur- 
ance, were paid off out of the said sum of £71,000, and that the said 
several policies on the life of Sir W. Lethbridge, including the fifteen 

licies, had been reassigned to, and were then vested in, Sir W. Leth- 

ridge; and reciting that it was further part of the family arrange- 
ment that the fifteen policies of assurance should  thence- 
forth be kept up out of the rents of estates, and that 
the policies should be assigned to the defendant absolutely; and 
reciting that by an indenture also dated the 19th of August, 1885, the 
estates had, subject to certain rent-charges and to the indenture of mort- 
gage of the 10th of June, 1885, been appointed and granted to the use of 
T. Benyon, his executors, administrators, and assigns, during the life of 
Sir W. Lethbridge upon trusts for the management of the estates, and out 
of the rents to pay expenses of the management, the said rent-charges and 
annuities, and the interest on the mortgage debt, and in the next place to 
pay the annual premiums and other sums which were then and from time 
to time rhould be necessary for keeping on foot the policies of assurauce 
specified in the schedule thereto, and any policy or poticies effected or 
thereinafter mentioned, or tor rest ring the same respectively if the same 


| respective rome voi i ‘ icie 
Drvorce—Auiex Co-xesvoxpext —ALiacey Miscospuct Ovt or tae Junis- respectively should become voidable, and in case the said policies or any of 


them should become void to effect a new policy or policies to be deiivered 
to the defendant, his executors, administrators, or assigns, with such office 
or offices as he or they should direct, and in his or their name or names on 
the life of Sir W. Lethbridge in such sum or sums as should amount to the 
sum or sums which would have become payable under the policy or policies so 
become void if Sir W. Lethbridge had then died, but so timt in case avy such 
age J or policies should duriog the life of Sir W. Lethbridge be surrendered 
yy the defendant to the office granting the same, and the annual premium 
or premiums payable in respect thereof should in consequence cease to be 
payable, the amount of such premium or premiums should not cease to be 
ralsable, but should be raised and paid to the defendant ‘and to apply to 
the residue of the said rents and profits as therein mentioned—that is to 
say, in the next place to pay to the defendant the sum of £1,000 a year, 
and, subject to the trusts aforesaid, the premises peg A appointed and 
granted were to be in trust for Sir W. Lethbridge and his assigns during 
his life, and after the death of Sir W. Lethbridge to the use of the defend- 
ant, bis heirs and assigns, it was by the now stating indentures witnessed 


—— 
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that in further pursuance of the family arrangement and in consideration 
thereof Sir W. Lethbridge, as beneficial owner, assigned to the defendant, 
his executors, administrators, and assigns, all thoes fifteen policies of 
assurance on the life of Sir W. Lethbridge specified in the schedule to the 

indentures, and all moneys to become payable thereunder, to hold the same 

to the defendant, his executors, administrators, and assigns, for his and their 

own benefit. The amount of the fifteen policies in question was £26,500. 

The defendant, by indentures dated the 1st of November, 1892, the 13th of 

November, 1893, and by four subsequent indentures, mcrigaged the 

policies to secure moneys advanced to him. The mortgages contained no 

covenant by the defendant himself to keep up the policies, but the defend- 

ant assigned to the several mortgagees the benefit of the provision for 

keeping up the same contained in the indenture of settlement of the 19th 
August, 1885. Then, by the indenture of the 24th of October, 1899, made 

betweeu the defendant of the one part and W. J. Trevelyan of the other 
part, reciting that the defendant was entitled to the policies specified in 

the schedule thereto (being seven of the fifteen policies) and was entitled 

to the benefit of the provisions contained in the indenture of the 18th of 
August, 1885, for keeping on foot the same or any new policies in lieu 
thereof, the defendant, in consideration of £3,000 advanced to him, 
covenanted for the repayment of the sum so advanced, and assigned to 
W. J. Trevelyan the said seven policies of assurance, together with the full 
benefit of the provision for keeping on foot the same policies contained in 
the indenture of settlement of the 19th of August, 1885. By an indenture 
dated the 8th of September 1898, made by Sir W. Lethbridge of the one 
part and the defendant of the other part, in consideration of £4,100, Sir W. 
Lethbridge assigned (by way of surrender) to the defendant his life 
interest in the estates comprised in the indenture of August, 1885 (subject, 

inter alia, to the indenture of mortgage of June, 1885, and to the trusts by 
the indenture of August, 1885, declared for keeping on foot the said fifteen 
policies, so far as was necessary for the security and protection of 
the respective mortgagees of the policies, but discharged from the 
other trusts thereby declared for Sir W. Lethbridge and _ his 
assigns) to hold unto and to the use of the defendant, his heirs 
and assigns, during the life of Sir W. Lethbridge, to the 
intent that the life estate might merge in the reversion. The 
mortgages by the defendant of the fifteen policies continued until the 
8th of January, 1902, when the defendant paid off the same, and by an 
indenture of the 9th of January, 1902, he again mortgaged the same 
policies, covenanting in the new mortgage to pay the premiums. Sir W. 
Lethbridge died on the 26th of November, 1902. All the moneys secured 
by the tifteen policies then became payable, and were duly paid or 
accounted for to the defendant. No premium in respect of the said 
certain five of the policies fell due or was paid after the 8th of January, 
1902. The information claimed that under the circumstances estate duty 
under the provisions of the Finance Act, 1894, ss. 1 and 2 (1) (ce) and (a) 
or one or more of those sections, became payable in respect of the moneys 
received under all the said policies of assurance, or, alternatively, in respect 
of such moneys, less a sum in proportion to the premiums paid in respect 
of any of the policies dated the 8th of January, 1902, or, alternatively, on 
the moneys received under the said policies in respect of which no premium 
had been paid after the Sth of January, 1904. The defendant refused to 
pay duty according to any of the alternative claims, and contended that 
no estate duty was payable in respect of the moneys received under any of 
the policies. 

Putumorg, J., in giving judgment for the defendant, said the present 
case was not one where the son had allowed something to be put into the 
corpus in satisfaction of something taken out. The policies had not been 
conveyed to a trustee, but had been conveyed to the defendant. The 
effect of the arrangement was that the defendant had only stipulated for 
an income which would permit him to keep up the policies. The defendant 
had been given the policies and had kept up the policies since, and he was 
therefore entitled to judgment. Judgment for i aiebink.—Dewsen,. Sir 
R. B. Finlay, A.G., and Vaughan Hawkins ; Lush, K.C., and A. @’B, Terrell, 
Soxicrrors, Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; Tomlins § Chitty. 

{Reported by E. G. Srituweut, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
TAYLOR & 00. v. WAY. No. 2. 19th Dec. 


Sonicrron Actrrne ror Born Partrres—Dvuty to Prrrorm—AFrirMaTIvR 
Apvice —Memuer or Iyrerestep Firm —Benerit or TRANSACTION, 


Appeal of plaintiffs from a decision of Joyce, J. (reported 48 Soxrcrrors’ 
JovrnaL, 589), s-tting aside an agreement dated the Ist of October, 1901, 
by which the defendant, a grocer, had undertaken, until the 13th of April, 
1906, to purchase from the plaintiffs, who were wholesale ale merchants 
and beer bottlers, all bottled beers, ales, and stout which they should be 
able to supply and which might be sold at the defendant's shops at 
Cricklewood. The defendant, an old customer of the plaintiffs, had 
granted them a mortgage of his leasehold shops by deed dated the 13th of 
April, 1899, which contained a covenant that he would, during seven years 
from the date of the deed, and notwithstanding that the whole of the 
moneys intended to be thereby secured shout@*have been repaid, purchase 
from the mortgagees or their successors in business all bottled beers, ales, 
and stout sold by him. The mortgage debt was by subsequent arrange- 
ment paid off by instalments, after which the defendant asked for a re- 
conveyance. A draft reconveyance was then sent to him by the plaintiffs’ 
solicitors with a letter in which they stated that the reconveyance would 
be indorsed on the mortgage, and that an agreement (being the one now in 


brance.”” The consideration mentioned in the agreement was the reconvey- 
ance, the release of the above-named covenant and the allowance of the same 
credit during the continuance of the agreement as in the past. The defend- 
ant signed the agreement believing it to be a conveyancing device for con- 
tinuing his obligation under the covenant. , on his ceasing to 
give orders to the plaintiffs, they brought this action for an injunction, 
and the defendant counterclaimed to set the agreement aside. His con- 
tention was that a partner in the plaintiffs’ solicitors’ firm, and who was 

also a member of the firm of Taylor & Co., the plaintiffs, had acted as his 
solicitor in the matter of the mortgage and the reconveyance, and that it 
was at his instance that the a t was signed, but that he did not 
explain to the defendant that the covenant was no longer binding aft«r the 
reconveyance or that the agreement was a new bargain. The learned 
judge held that the agreement might have been good as a new bargain if 
the parties had been at arm’s length, but that the solicitor was acting for. 
both parties, and had not fully explained the matter to the defendant, and 

consequently he could not take any advantage under the agreement, and 
it must be set aside. 

Tae Cover (Vavenax Writiams, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. Their lordships came to the eame conclusions of 
-fact as Joyce, J., and held, without imputing any fraud or unfairne-s to 
the solicitor, that he had represented the agreement to the defendant as a 
condition to his obtaining a reconveyance and as an alternative to having 
the covenant indorsed, along with the reconveyance, on the mortgage deed 
—an obligation which there was no right whatever to impose on 4 
mortgagor. This was affirmative advice given by one who, their lordships 
were satisfied, was acting as the defendant's solicitor ia the matter. Con- 
sequently neither he nor his firm (the plaintiffs) could take any benefit 
under the agreement, and the decision of Joyce, J., must be up eld, and 
the appeal dismissed with costs.—CounseL, Hughes, K.C., and 0. Lewh 
Clare; Younger, K.C., and R. Rowlands. Soxicrrors, Phillips $ Boyle 


J. T. Rossiter. 
| Reported by R. Hit, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls 


Dec. 20.—Jonn McM1xire. 

Dec. 20.—Grorce Danret Starkey Oxrvant, of the City of London, and 
Sidcup, in the county of Kent. 

Dec. 20.—Jonn Sovrnam, of Cross-street, Manchester. 





Law Societies. 


The Law Society. 
NOTICE. 

A special general meeting of the members of the society will be held 
in the hall of the society on Friday, the 27th of January, 1905, at 2 p.m. 
Members wishing to give notice of motions must do so on or before the 5th 
of January, 1905.—By order, (Signed) E. W. Wir.1amsox. 


United Law Society. 


e speakers were Messrs. Forder Lampard, H, J. Douglas, W.S8. 
jam, and Sydney Ashley. Mr. Bickmore replied. 
divided on the motion. 


Law Association. 


A mee of the directors was held at the Law iety’s Hall on 
nine he 15th _ f mr a a in the chair. The other 
directors were Messrs. 8S. J. Daw, . H. 
C. Nisbet, R. H. Peacock, J. Vallance, and W. M. Woodhouse. A sum 
of £55 was distributed among widows and daughters of deceased London 
solicitors, a new member was elected, and other business transacted. 


i 
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A question as gh ag Bm ae courts having been addressed Lb nd 
Cathote Herald to his ’s 
administration of justice, most of the udges have replied that it is better 
not to deal with the subject except in an official capacity. This view 
expressed by Mr. Justice Kekewich and the Lord Chief Justice. Mr. 
Justice Walton says: ‘‘ While unable to offer any as 

revalence of perjury in county courts, there is undou much false 

ishonest evidence given by witnesses in the Hij buat IT have 
reason to think that the amount of false swearing is on the increase, and I 
do not think it is confined to any particular class of the communit : 

The Irish Court of A - 4 the ey ager apy Benats Gawtte, 
decided an important poiu regard to estate . shares 
limited comeenien. r. H Jameson died leaving 750 shares of £100 
each in Jameson's Distillery. shares were very much above the 
valu, but Mr, Jameson's executors refused to estate duty on any 


x ioh bound to sell them to the ' 
basis than the £100 at wh way wapal valae of tht me Ste 


The court declared that the 
estimated at the price which, in the opinion of the commissioners, 
on the terms that bot mney 
and be registered, as a of the 


would fetch if sold in the open 





question) was also enclosed, adding; ‘‘ We have pre this as a separate 
x»cument, as no doubt you prefer to have your deeds from such inoum- 





should be entitled to register, 
shares. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


Honovrs Examiation—Novemser, 1904. 


At the Examination for Honours of Candidates for Admission on the Roll 
of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Committee recom- 
mended the following as being entitled te honorary distinction :— 


Frest Crass, 
{In Order of Merit. ] 
Water Owen Jones, B.A. (Wales), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
W. R. Evans, of the firm of Messrs. W. R. Evans & Lloyd, ot Wrexham 
-and Ruthin; and Messrs. Worthington, Evans, Dauney, & OCo., of 


Epwarp Bicxnett Hovisron, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Alexander Neale, of the firm of Messrs. Waller & Co., of ree ly 

Tuomas Atrrep Marrnews, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas 
“ee Edwards, of Newport, Monmouth. 

onace Davey, who served his clerkship with Mr. Frank Herbert James, 

of the firm of Messrs. James, Mellor, & Coleman, of London. 

Frank Conavest Crane, who served his clerkship with Mr. John 
Carrington Conquest, of the firm of Messrs. Conquest & Clare, of Bedford. 

Aureep Wuii1aM Berxy, who served his clerkship with Dr. W. T. 
Benaly, of the firm of Messrs. Bensly & Bolingbroke, of Norwich. 

Percy Foce Lever, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 
oe ag E. Clare, of Preston ; and Messrs. Snow, Fox, & Higginson, 


Joun Rowertson Puiton, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
Hall, of the firm of Messrs. Hall, Walker, & Norton, oF Huddersfield. 

Witt Gzorce Txomas, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Wragge 
& Co., of ; and Messrs. Mackrell & Co., of London. 

Szconp Cass. 
{In Alphabetical Order.] 

Charles Sidney Bache, who served his clerkship with Mr. T. Foley Bach 
ot West Bromwich ; and Messrs. Robinson & Bradley, of London.” 

Frank Barrett, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas Strover 
Turnbull, of the firm of Messrs. Sutton, Elliott, Turnbull, & Mayne, of 


Charies Pierpoint Brabazon, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. T. H. Davies-Coliey, of the firm of Messrs. Slater, Heelis, & Go. of 
Manchester ; and Messrs. Robbins, Billing & Co., of London. 

Nevile Savage Done, who served his clerkship with Mr. G. H. Pierce, of 
beg oy and ~oepan 8 _ ly entrar & Craig, of London. 

Bede Farrell, who serv erkship with Mr. T. F. F 
of Messrs. Roltit & Sons, of Hull. cic ph ane 

Robert Eills Gething, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
W. E. Bateson, of the firm of Messrs. Batesons, Warr, & Winshurst, of 


Whitefield Henman, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkshi 
Mr. Henry Wilkins, of the firm of Mesers. Duffield, Bruty, & Oo., of 


William Leonard Hey, who served his clerkship with the late Mr. I. E. 
Everett and Mr. R. F. Biakiston, both of the firm of Messrs. Hand, 
Everett, & Hand, of Stafford. 
a a, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Eaton, of 
Frederick —— who served his clerkship with Mr. Edward Clark, of 
Thomas Henry Lloyd, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert Le 
Brasseur, of the firm of Messrs. Le Brasseur & , of London. 
hia elorkuhin with Dee M. F. Monier- Will n'a ie of Shean 
Monier- Williams, . - y e firm of M » 


& Robinson, of London. 

Charles Adey B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), wh ed hi 
duly with Mr. byainey Bruce Honan, ee 

serv clerkshi ith Mr. Ed 
ot ; aud Mesers. Busk, Mellor, & Nomin of Loaion |" 
Robert Gurth Stewart Chambers who served his 
clerkship with Mr. John Montagu Aine ’ esers 
Laff & Raymond, of Wisboote and Yaseabwn a an Se 


7 pA ’ and Messrs. Peacock & 


aun a, who served his clerkship with Mr. Nathaniel Roberts, 


Turxy Crass. 
[Im Alphabetical Order.] 
Alexander Fraser Everett, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Mesers. Block & Cullingham, of Ipswich ; and Mesers. Morris & Bristow, 


Henry Prancis, who served his clerkship with Mr. R. G. Francis, of 
Stow-on-the-Wold ; and Messrs. Pritchard, & Co., of London. 

William Blakestone Hind, who served his clerkship with Mr. John 
KAward Miller, of the firm of Messrs. Dickinson, Miller, & Dickinson, of 
Tonty Gillean. Jes who served his clerkship with 

\ serv c Mr. John Matthews 

the firm of Mesers. Nevill, Atkins, & Matthews, of Tamworth; « 
Mesers. & YAwards, of London. 

William Edward , who served his clerkship with Mr. J. L. V. 
Williams, of the firm of Mesers. Lawrence, illiams, & Watts, of 


: 


i 


Hl 





Maurice Stratton, who served his clerkship with Mr. Colbourne, of the 
firm of Messrs. Colbourne, Coulman, & Lawrence, of Newport; and Messrs, 
Stow, Preston, & Lyttelton, of London. 

Ralf Sunderland-Taylor, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur 
William Vaisey, of Tring and London. 

Elyard Atherstone Walmisley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Albert 
| pow a Aldington, of Dover; and Messrs. Church, Adams, & Prior, of 

ndon. 


The Council of the Law Society have accordingly given class certificates 
and awarded the followiug prizes ot books: To Mr. Jones—the Clement’s- 
inn prize, value about £10, and the Daniel Reaidon prize, value about 
twenty guineas; to Mr. Houlston—the Clifford’s-inn prize, value five 
guineas; to Mr. Matthews—the New-inn prize, value five guineas; to 
Messrs. Davey, Clare, Berry, Lever, Pullon, and ‘Thomas—the Law Society 
prizes, value five. guineas each; to Mr. Clare—the John Mackrell prize, 
value about £12. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. 

Eighty-one candidates gave notice for the examination. 











Examinations at the Law Society in the Year 
1904. 


Speciat Prizes Open To aLL CANDIDATES. 


Scorr Scuotarsnip.—Walter Owen Jones, B.A. (Wales), and Hubert 
Franklin Madders, LL.B. (London), having been bracketed equal, and 
being, in the opinion of the Council, the candidates best acquainted 
with the theory, principles, and practice of law, they have awarded to 
them the scholarship tounded by Mr. James Scott, of Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. Mr. Jones served his clerkship with Mr. W. R. Evaus, of the 
firm of Messrs. W. R. Evans & Lloyd, of Wrexham and Ruthin, and 
Messrs. Worthington, Evans, Dauney, & Co., of London, and obtained 
the Clement’s-inn and the Daniel Reardon a at the Honours 
Examination held in November, 1904. Mr. Madders served his clerkship 
with Mr. Herb-rt Bowring Lawford, of the firm of Messrs. Sharpe, 
Parker, Prichards, Barham, & Lawford, of London, and obtmined the 
Clement’s-inn and the Daniel Reardon prizes at the Honours Exa:nination 
held in June, 1904. 

Broperir Prize.—Thomas Alfred Matthews, being first in order of merit, 
and having shown himself best acquainted with the law of real property 
and the practice of conveyancing, passed a satisfactory examination, and 
attained honorary distinction, the Council have awarded to him the prize, 
consisting of a gold medal, founded by Mr. Francis Broderip, of Lincoln’s- 
inn. Mr. Matthews served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas Stephen 
Edwards, of Newport, Monmouth, and obtained the New-inn prize at 
the Honours Examination held in November, 1904. 


Tue Ciason Prize.—Hubert Franklin Madders, LL.B. (Loudon), having 
shown himself best acquainted with the law and practice of equity, other- 
wise a satisfactory examination, and attained honorary distinction, 
the Council have awarded to him the prize founded by Mr. John Moxon 
Clabon, of Great George-street, Westminster. Mr. Madders served his 
clerkship as stated above. 

Locat Prizes. 

Trvrron Mantin Prize ror Canpipates From Liverroo..— Arthur Lionel 
Henderson, from among the candidates from Liverpool, who served two- 
thirds of his period of service there, having the best examination 
and attained honorary distinction, the Council have awarded to him the 
gold medal tounded by Mr. ‘Timpron Martin, of i ow Mr. Hender- 
son served his clerkship with Mr. Harold Dingwall Bateswn, of the firm 
of Messrs. Mason, Batesons, Warr, & Wimshurst, of Liverpool, and 
obtained second class honours at the Honours Examination held in 
January, 1904. 

Arkrxson Prize vox CanpipaTes From LiveRPOoL on Preston.—Robert 
Eills Gething, B.A. (Oxon.), and Arthur Lionel Henderson, from among 
the candidates from Liverpool or Preston, having been bracketed equul 
as shewing themseives best acquainted with the law of real property and 
the practice of conveyancing, otherwise passed a satisfactory examination, 
aud attainined honorary distinction, the Council have awarded to them 
the gold medal founded by Mr. John Atkinson, of Liverpool. Mr. 
Gething served his clerkship with Mr. W. E. Bateson, of the firm of 
Messrs. Batesons, Warr, & Wimshurst, of Liv: 
class honours at the Honours Examination in 
Henderson served his clerkship as stated above. 

Braminonam Law Socrety’s Gory Mepar.—Charles Myles Mathews, 
B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), having from among the candidates who are articled to 
members of the Birmiugham Law Society been first in order of merit, and 
recommended by the examiners as entitled to honorary distinction and 
awarded a prize, the Council have awarded to him the gold medal of the 
Birmingham Law Society. Mr. Mathews served his clerkship with Mr. J. 
James, of the firm of Messrs. Mathews, James, & Orosskey, of Birmingham, 
and Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, Prichards, Barham, & Lawford, of London, 
and obtained the Cliffurd’s-inn prize at the Honours Examination held in 
June, 1904 

Biumixonam Law Sociery's Buonzy Mupat.—Charles Adrian Ashford 
Elton, being tirst in order of merit among candida’ 


1, and obtained second 
ovember, 1904, and Mr. 


tes who are articled to 
members of the Birmingham Law Society, and having attained honorary 
distinction, the Council’ have awarded to him the bronze medal of the 


Hirmingham Law Society. Mr. Elton served his clerkship with Mr. Hex 





Sutton Ludiow, of the firm of Messrs, ue & Ludlow, and Mr. F. F. 
Mills, of the firm of Messrs. King & 


» both of Birmingham, and 


Dec. 24, 1904. 
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obtained the Law Society’s prize at the Honours Examination held in 
June, 1904. 

SrePHeN Heetis Prize ror CaNpIpATes FRoM MANCHESTER OR SALForp. 
—Albert Davies, LL.B. (Vict.), from among the candidates from Manchester 
or Salford, having passed the best examination, and attained honorary 
distinction, the Council have awarded to him the gold medal founded in 
memory of the late Mr. Stephen Heelis, of Manchester. Mr. Davies served 
his clerkship with Mr. Charles Frederick Davies, of the firm of Messrs. G. 
R. Lloyd & Davies, of Manchester, and obtained second class honours at 
the Honours Examination held in June, 1904. 

Tue Metiersx Prizz.—Osborne Arthur Butcher, from among candidates 
who have been articled in the counties of Surrey or Sussex, or who are the 
sons of solicitors who have resided or practised in either of those counties, 
having shewn himself best acquainted with the law of real property and 
the practice of conveyancing, the Council have awarded to him the prize 
founded by the late Mr. Robert Edmund Mellersh, of ing. Mr. 
Butcher served his clerkship with Mr. Wilson Stuckey, of the firm of 
Messrs. Stuckey, Son, & Pope, of Brighton, and Messrs. Nash, Field, & 
Co., of London, and obtained Second Class honours at the Honours 
Examination held in January, 1904, 

Travers-Smitx ScuoLtarsuip.—At a tmeeting of Council of the Law 
Society, held on Friday, the 16th of December, 1904, the scholarship for 
the year 1904 was, on the recommendation of the trust-es of the late Mr. 
Joseph Travers-Smith, awarded to Mr. John Robertson Pullon, who served 
his articles with Mr. Charles Hall, of the firm of Messrs. Hall, Walker, & 
Norton, of Huddersfield. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvupents’ Desattne Socrery.—Dec. 13.—Chairman, Mr. G. W. 
Powers. The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Horter v. Moore 
(1904, 2 Ch. 367) was wrongly decided.’’ Mr. J. E. C. Adams opened in 
the affirmative; Mr. F, H. Hole seconded in the affirmative. Mr. W. G, 
Weller opened in the negative; Mr. 8. Gottlieb seconded in the negative. 
The following members also spoke: Messrs. Pleadwell, D’Egville, Knowles, 
Smith, and Wildes. The mover having replied, the motion was lost by 


one vote. 
Dec. 20,—Chairman, Mr. P. B. Henderson.—The subject for debate 
was: ‘ That the pautomime is an effete form of entertainment surviving 


from barbaric times, and prompted by a perverted sense of humour, and 
should be abolished.”” Mr. P. M,C, Hart opened in the affirmative ; Mr. 
Wild seconded in the affirmative. The following members also spoke: 
Merrrs. Pleadwell, Mitchell, Croom, Johnson, Johnson, Blagdon, and 
Ames. Tue motion was lost by three votes. 


Brauncuam Law Srupents’ Socrery.—Dec. 20.—Mr. S. J. Grey 
presided.-Before the ordinary business was proceeded with, the chairman 
referred to the death of Mr. Registrar Glaisyer, and a resolution of 
sympathy with the family of the late gentleman was passed. A discu:sion 
then took place on the following moot: ‘‘ That an option to purchase 
contained in a lease for years is void as being an intringement of the rule 
against perpetuities, unless it is so given as to be exerciseable only during a 
period not exceeding.a life or lives in being and twenty-one years after.”’ 
The speakers for the affirmative were Messrs. 8. Morris, J. H. Gold, J. A. 
Skidmore, T. B. Fitch, and C. A. Brown, and for the negative Messrs. J. 
A. Shepherd, R. A. Willes, J. A. Round, T. H. Cleaver, and J. J. 
Pritchard. After the openers on both sides had replied, the chairman 
summed up, and voting resulted—for the affirmative, eleven; for the 
negative, seven. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Lewis Cowann, K.C., has ben elected a Member of the Council of 
Law Reporting for a further term of two years. 





Information Required. 


Cnantes Henry Lawson (deceased),—Any person having the custody of 
or any information with reference to a Will made by the above-named 
deceased, late of Boundary-road, St. John’s Wood, London, and of 
Manchester, Civil Engineer, is requested to communicate at once with 
Messrs. R. Miller, Wiggins, & Naylor, St. Stephens-chambers, Telegraph- 
street, London, E.C. 

Lost Trr.e Desp.—Nos, 39 to 51, Cleveland-road, Crumpsall, Man- 
chester. —Anyone having knowledge of the whereabouts of Two Indentures, 
dated the 25th of March, 1898, and the 16th of August, 1898, respectively, 
relating to the above premises, Nos. 39 to 51, Cleveland-road, Crumpsall, 
Manchester (odd numbers), both inclusive, being conveyances of the equity 
of redemption in such premises, firstly, to Mr. Joseph Mitton Brown, and 
secondly, to Mr. Thomas Nesbitt, is requested to communicate with me on 


-Assizes on the Western Circuit :—Devizes, Wednesday, January 11 ; Dor- 


Mr. Justice Bigham is stated to be progressing satisfactorily towards 
recovery from his attack of sciatica. 

The Lord Chancellor will unveil the memorial statue and pedestal to the 
late Lord Russell of Killowen, in the Central Hall, Royal Courts of 
Justice, on Wednesday afternoon, the 11th day of January, at 4.15. 

The following commission days have been fixed for holding the Winter 











chester, Monday, January 16; Taunton, Friday, January 20; Bodmin, 
Thursday, January 26; LKxeter, Friday, February 3; Winchester, Friday, 
February 10; Bristol, Friday, February 17. 

The new American Copyright Bill, says the St. James's Gazette, gives the 
author of a book published in a foreign who belongs to a nation 
extending similar privileges to the United States, the right of copyright in 
an English translation or dramatization made within twelve months after 
the first publication of the book. The Bill has yet to pass the Senate. 


Mr. Justice Walton will open the commission for the Winter Assizes at 
Manchester on Monday, the 23rd of January, and on Tuesday, the 24th, 
says the Zimes, the learned judge will begin the trial, without a jury, of 
the action of The Wilmslow Urban District Council v. Shaw and Others trom 
the autumn assizes. The ordi Manchester Assize business, civil as 
well as criminal, will be comm on Monday, the 30th of January. 

The members of the South-Eastern Circuit entertained Mr. Justice 
Bray at a congratulatory dinner at the Trocadero Restaurant on the 15-h 
inst. in celebration of his recent elevation to the bench. Mr. Witt, K U., 
occupied the chair, and among those present were the Lord Chief Justice, 
Lord Justice Vaughan Williams, Lord Justice Mathew, the Attorney- 
General, Judge Lumley Smith, K.C., and many members of the bar. 
William Frederick Langworthy, solicitor, of Bristol, was, says the Times, 
charged at the Bristol police-court on Saturday with converting to his own 
use shares amounting to the value of £3,600, entrusted to him by Miss De 
Courcy Hamilton, of Clevedon. The defendant, who surrendered volun- 
tarily, was remanded on bail of £1;000, with two sureties of £500 each. 
He A recently adjudicated a bankrupt, with liabilities amounting to 
£26,000. 

The following commission days have been fixed for the Winter Assizes 
on the Oxford Circuit : Reading, Friday, February 3; Oxford, Wednesday, 
February 8; Worcester, Saturday, February 11; Gloucester, Friday, 
February 17; Monmouth, Friday, February 24; Hereford, Wednesday, 
March 1; Shrewsbury, Monday, March 6; Stafford, Saturday, March 11. 
The Lord Chief Justice will go alone on the circuit until Stafford, when he 
will be joined by Mr. Justice Jelf, and at the conclusion of the business at 
that place he will return to London,,.while Mr. Justice Jelf will go on to 
Birmingham, where he will be joined by Mr. Justice Bray. 

Mr. Rufus Isaacs has, says the Globe, succeeded in introducing a pleasant 
variant of a familiar phrase in the mouths of advocates. ‘‘ Thisis evidence,’ 
he observed, in his defence of Mr. Hooley, ‘‘ which would not justify the 





































burning of a single hair of a single dog’s tail.” The more i rase 
is the subject of an anecdote in Lord Brampton’s reminiscences. “* Why, 
isoner on which 





gentlemen, there is not sufficient evidence against the prison 

to hang a dog,”’ exclaimed a young counsel. ‘‘ And how much evidence, 
Mr. , would you consider sufficient to hang a dog?” inquired the 
judge, eath whose desk lay ‘‘ Jack,”’ his famous fox-terrier. “‘ That 
would depend, my lord, on whom the dog belonged to,”” was the evasive 
reply. 

Mr. 8S. G. Stainer, solicitor, of Southsea, who made an application to 
the Portsmouth magistrates this week for a warrant for the arrest of two 
men, appeared ia court, says the St. James's Gazette, with a ban over 
an eye and blovd trickling trom his face. He told the bench that he was 
in his office about ten o’clock in the morning when a couple of men 
entered and requested him to give them certain documents. Acting on 
instructions from a client, he declined to do so. Thereupon he was struck 
violently in the eye by one of them, and before he could rise from his 
chair the other set upon him and beat him about the head. Rendered 
halt unconscious, Mr. Staines eventually m to regain his feet and 
stagger to the door, which was just then flung open by the clerks. Mr. 
Stainer rushed into the street, and took refuge in an adjoining house. 
Meanwhile the two men escaped, a clerk who tried to stop them receiving 
a violent blow on the nose. The magistrates granted the warrant, 
ing the police to see that it was executed forthwith. 








































Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette,—Faivay, Deo. 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lawrrep ry Cuayxcery. 

Avatot Fixascs Syxprcarr, Liaurep—Creditors are required, «n or before Jan 19, te 
thew names and addresses, and the particulars .of their debts or claims, to Biward 
Elvey, 12), Bishopseate ot Within 

Bursto. Lroxwonckay axp Hovust Forxtsume Co, Loarrep - Crediters are required, 
or before Jan 9, to send their names and add and joulars of their debts 
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as 















the subject.—Henry Steele, 14, Ridgefield, Manchester, Incorporated 
Accountant, Trustee in Bankruptcy of Thomas Nesbitt. 





General. 


Sir Francis Jeune was absent from his court on Tuesday in consequence 
of indisposition, His i})ness is stated to be not of a serious character, but 
he has been ordered to tuke complete rest, 


claims, to Gwilym Arnold Evans, Frwa O@ices, Mountain Ash 
Coarwart & Prreas, Liwcrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 15, to send thei 
names and add and the particulars of their debts or Gaima, to Oharles 
Burling, March, Cambridge 
*, R, Brrsox Oo, Lanrerp-—Creditors are required, on or before . yh 


names and addresses, and the partioulars of their or 
Eesex st, Strand, Geaumont & Son, Lincole’s inn delds, solor for hi ywidater 
Guoverster Ivermas Crur Co, Lincrep—Creditor are requirnd, on or 
send theic pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
\ a Albion House, King st, Gloucester, Champaey & Oo, > 
quidator 
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Joux Warwock & Co, Lumtsp —Creditors are required, 
names ly the particulars of their debts 
Parade chmbrs, South parade, Nottingham 








Tee dew meg Ay aches to send their 
or claims, to J Trease, 
Wells & Hind, notches solors for 


required to send their names on8 ebinemn, and 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








W Key & So, Sap 
and addresses, and 


claims, 
Victoria st. Ward & PO Gusskenk st, solors for liquidator 





Dec. 24 1904. 


—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send their names 
eir debts or to E. 8. Jacob, 143, Queee 





Unitimitep iy CHANCERY. 


Paaros Cius, Limitep—Creditors are 
particulars of their pha + to R. W. B. Buckland, 23, Bush In, Cannon st Roya Tapestry Works, Winpsor (1x Liquipation)— Creditors are required, on or before 
Rinse "s peated neg Creditors are required, on or before Jan 16, to send their Jan 10, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of @ theis debts or claims, to 
ee alee Eee finder ne Clark, 7, 8t Parker & Co, solors for liquidator 

Mildred’s ct. uriatte, Ely pl, solor for liquidator 
Savace ot Luoreo—Petn for hem | Bg UD, 7 pews 9, directed to be heard London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Dec, 20. 

Jan 17. Flux & Co, Leadenhall st Darlaston, sole for petners. JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

N oat oaes must reach the od not ot later than 6 o’clock in the after- Sanainien @ ERY. 


Sunpertanp, Sox, & Nerxew, Luarep—Creditors are 
send their names and add: 
Wilson, 21, Gt Winchester st 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gaszette.—Fnivay, Dec. 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baut, Henry, 2 ae ga Ferry Yorks, Licensed 
eae... Victualler —. Pet "Dec? Ord Dec 9 
_ om Blackpool, Nurseryman Preston 
Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 


Bripee, i, Weeldstone, ~cry Commercial 
Clerk 8t Alban 


3s Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 6 
Cuarkxe, Joun Henry, ae, Theatrical Manager 
Leicester Pet Dec9 Ord Dec? 


Coates, AL¥rep, Leadenhall st, te tae Printer High 
Co a Pet ben ot Spee Clogger GtGrimsby Pet 
ATES imsby 
Dec7 Ord Deo 7 
Consn, Jacos, Blackburn Blackburn Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 9 
Daceoer, oy Burnley, Herbalist Burnley Pet Dec 


9 
Davies, Joun zee, be yy Carnarvon, Farmer 
paperimadon Pet Ord Dec 


let AR Grocer’s “ Assistant Liverpool 

Dawe Des 9 Ord Dew 10 

Clifton st, Finsbury, song aad Iron- 
Ep D. ey v Peas . Gun, Dairyma' 
warps, Davip CHar_es, Ponty it n 
Pont; id Pet Dec 10 Ord Dee 10 
E:ers, J B, Water In. Gt Tower i (Produce Merchaut 

High Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 


Eexnoime, Svusawnan. Dacre oe, Yorks, Grocer 

Solan Eien Uipee, Gomatien, taboos 0 
ANS, en, r ‘ar- 
marthen Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 





Fosszery, Wiiu1am T E, Salisbury House, Lond »n wall 
High Court PetNov2 Ord Dec 2 
Fox, James re, ew Bae. Norfolk, Grocer King’s 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 
eg en Poplar HighCourt Pet Nov 


nt .. ny kml FRepDerick ease, Swansea, Canvasser | 
Swansea Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 
mee, Hatter 


Grex, Autrrep Hever, Kings on a 
Kingston upon Hull Pet 5 Ord Dec 
GoLpBERG, ag her Bristol, Boot Gaatunene Bristol 


required. on or before Feb 3, to 
<1 and the particulars of ‘their debts or claims, to Henry C. 





| 





heard Jan i7 
must reach the 








Bartiett, Tsomas Epwin, Croton, Boot Seller Dec 22 at | 
12 


, Railway app, London Bri 
Bet, Rosert Jouy, Tooting Bec, Commercial 
Traveller Dec 22 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 


Bri 

Birp, ese, Dudley, Worcester, Ge -_ 23 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, D 

BLAcKsrock. Rupert, Newtown, Carlisle, , Dec 21 
at 12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisie 

Bovaye, Lewis, D , Worcester. General Dealer Dec 22 


at 11.30 Off Rec, 199, Wol verhampton st. Dudley 
Bowker, —_ Hale, Cheshire, Builder ‘be 21 at 230 


Off yrom 
CoaTEs, ALraED, Lesdenhall st Dec 22 at 12 Bankruptcy 
arey st 
Coutirsux, Wit Se eT Oantient. | Rent Agen: 
at 3 Of Ree, 
Guamane, Tuomas, Scholes, Wigan, "Ticenaed Victualler 
Dec 20 at3 19, Exchange st, Bolto 
Dag.ey, pL my Pontefract, Yorks, "Builder Dec 22 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ny A Wakefield 
Duyxuzry & Son HE, Clitton Clifton st, Finsbury, Saddlers’ Iron- 
mongers Dec 22 at 11 Bankruptcy ion, ¢ Carey st 
Errers, J B, Water ln, oS aoe a. st, "Preduos Merchant Dec 


28at12 Bankruptcy 
Soom. 8t Cee a Bee Dec 23 at 11 Bank- 
bldgs, st 


Carey 
Goupirac, Hamat Bristol, Boot Ag <= ee cr Dec 21 at 
0 


Grosyy Petrotevm Co, Liumrep—Peta for wi 
. Abrahams & Co, Tokenhonse yd, 
above-named not later 


ll Rec, 26. win st. 
Gongs. gaave, Aberford, Yorks bes te Wat3 Off Rec, The 


ouse, Duncombe pl, York 


eae Atcenyon Wi.114m, Reading, eee Master | 


lat 12 The Queens Hotel, Readin 
Hatt, Ropert cous. Se Yarmouth, Fruit Merhant Dee 21 
at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwieh 
Haut, WitiiaM ‘Tuomas Hanpina, Highworth, Wilis, Coal 


Merchant Dec 21 at 11.80 Off Ree, 38, t cious, | er ‘ 
“ oe ‘ied Geass oaanee, Aberford, Yorks York Pet Dec 10 Ord 


Swindon 
Harpy, Witu1am, Greenwich, Cycle Maker Dec 21 at 12.30 
24, Railway apo. Lonéon "Bridge 
| Haguey, Auicz, Bournemouth. Nursing Home Proprietor 
2iati1 Grand Hotel, Bournemouth 
—_ ea ay Derby. General Dealer Dec 21 at 11.30 
Off R 7, Full st, Derby 
Hoeues, a Bravuey, Lei 


+ fart 





of 
Fancy Hosiery Dec 21 at 12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, | 


Leicester 


en eae ee.) + ne Victualler Carmar- | Hurtow. Cuanene, Teofegar, Mos, Raginemen Dec 21 at 3 | 


Dec8 Ord 
Pet Nov15 Ord Dec 9 


135, High st, Merthyr Ty 


Growsotp, Cart G, Albemarle Hotel, Piccadilly High | Jouns, Davi, Bkewen, nr Neath, Haulier Dec 22 at 12 | 
Court Alexandra 


rd, Swansea 


bens ~~ ie Aberford, Yorks York Pet Dec 10 Ord | Seam, 4 Hareison, Featherstone, ets Colliery | 
Dec 


Hagvinc, Antuur, Frome, Somerset, Fishmonger Frome 
Pet Dee 10 Ord Dec 10 


Haywes, Bexsauiy, and — Mossery, Beckenham, 
tuilders Croydon Pet Dec 9 Ord Dee 9 
Hopets, Ampaost, Claton on Sea, St Colchest 





Hucuzs, Arruvr Brapiey, Belgrave, Leicester, Manufac- 
turer of Leicester Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 9 | 

Hvuspax ps, ge y—4 —— 

Lzae, Farpericx Tuomas, Swindon, Baker Swindon Pet 
Nov17 Ord Dec 7 


| 
FREDERICK, poeagnem, Tailor Birmingham Pet | Rsckanes, Ouas CuaBzs, nie, Cabinet Maker Dec 22 at 
12 st 


Dec8 Ord Dec 8 
Win, ,and Grorce Wititiam Morrramu 
’ Merchants Sheffield Pet Nov 21 
Ord Dec 8 
Mu LHoLianp, Crosby, Lancs, Builder 


Liverpool Pet ‘Nov 1 18 Sea Dec 7 

Oaxey, Witziam, yeaa , Glos, Collier Gloucester 
Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 

Opprrmaxy, CHARLES aoones, eo ee on Thames, a Andigne 
Furniture Dealer 


Puppy, Narsayxie, Srsone, and ly , a 
Wa svertox, ‘ol, Boot Factors Bristol Pet Dec 
8 Ord Dec 8 
Rersox, Gzorcz, and Ricuarp Hargis po Reading, 
Grocers _ Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 
, Yorks, Milk te York 
Pet Dec 10 Dente 


Tame, bes Bolton, Fruiterer Bolton Pet Dec 9 


JULIUS poe, Birmingham Birmingham 
ov il Ord 

Wome Percy Repetr, Gt Grimsby, Fisherman Gt 

Grimeby Pet Dec7 Ord Dec7 


i MEETINGS. nae 
Aagwotp, Percivat Sterne, Barnsley, Engineer 21 at 
10.15 ee 7, Regent st, Barnsley e 


Banezy, Joux Wevsten. Newcastle under Lyme, Grocer 
Desiais. North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 
Bau, Henny, 


Fairburn, or Ferrybrid; Yorks, Lieensed 
Vietualler’ Dee 23 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakericld 
— Grocer Dec 21 at 11 Off Ree, 47, Full 


Bazper, Aszanam, Sandal Cross Lane, nt Wakefield, Law 
Srationer Dec 22 at 11.30 Off Ree, 6, Bond ter, Wake- 





~~~ Beiinghem, Chemist | 





oe 2% at 11 Off Ree, Bond ier, 


efield 
Mipp.evicx, Leon, Woodhouse, nr Sheffield, Jeweller 
Dec 21 at 12 30 ’ Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheftield 


| Mrrcame, Sztyey Joun, Gussage St Michael, nr Salisbury, | 
on terand Wheelwright Dec 22 at 1 Off Rec, C.ty | 


rs, Endless st, Salisbury 


Manager Gt xa Boveer James. Dingle, , Liverpool, Seu Sculptor Dee 21 


at 2.30 Off Rec. 35, Victoria st. 
| Puppy, NaTHANIEL ‘Sraoxa, and , = Ricuagp 
Wa csvueton, Bristol, Boot Factors Dec 21 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin at, Bristol 
| Ruopgs, Tromas, Killinghall, Yorks, Milk Hawker Dec 
So 8.45 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 
oO 


akruptey b' 
Roserts, eee ILLIAM, i Butcher Dec 21 
atii Off Rec, t circus, Swindon 


Satmun, ALBERT JouN, Bexhill, Umbrella Maker Jan 10 
at 3 County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Smarr, AtpertT Watrer, Tipton, Staffs, Beerhouse 
Keeper Dec23 at ll Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton 
st, Dudley 

Srnaxox, ALFRED LE Pine, Eastbourne, Printer Dec 21 at 
1130 Off Rec, 24, Railway app, London Bri 

SuTToN, _Eempanick James, Basingstoke, Builder Dec 21 at 
3 + all and Bank chmbrs, High st, South- 
amp’ 

Tatc.ock, Tuomas, Bolton, Fruiterer Dec 23 at 3 19. 
Exc st, Bolton 

Toouns, Zaceartan, Dudley, Worcester, House Furnisher 
Dec 23 at 12 Off Rec. 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudle 

Uncixes, Rovotrs, and Francis Mervyn iret, Halst 
Mineral Water Manufacturers Dec 30 at 2 Cups 
Hotel, Colchester 

WEAVER, Tuomas, Reading, Mineral Water Manufacture: 
Dec 23 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Weica.., Jouy Cuartes Epwarp, res, Kilburn 
Dec 24at12 Bank 


W: = Wolr engtn, Be Hing Manuf 
——— iY ver! e ufacturer 
Dee 2 0 Off Feo Wolverham 

Woop, Ag i 


Middle stow’ , nr Wakefield, Tailor Dec 22 

atll Off Rec,6, Bond st, Wakefield 
Woopmancy, Jouw Witt, West Hartlepool, B ot 
Repairer Dec 21 at 2.30 Grand Hotel, West Hartle- 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Batu. Hewey, Fairburn, pr Ferrybridge, Licensed Victuall 
Wakefield Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec?” ad 





ieee "Nolo of appearing 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 16 4 


Canter, Auten Crarke, Whitechapel rd, Restaurauteur 

Court Pet Nov12 Ord Dec8 

a Joux Henry, 1 Theatrical Manager 

Leicester Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 

Coates, AtrrEep, Leadenhall ~%? Lithographic Printer 

e go Bet Deo 8, God Deo 8 Gt Grimsby P 

COATES, y rims et 
Dec? Ord Dec 7 eect : 

Cones, aus, Blackburn Blackburn Pet Dec9 Oni 

Dacces, Ricuarp, Burnley, Herbalist Burnley Pet Dee 
9 Ord Dec 9 

Davis, “ie Dolwyddelen, Carnarvon, Farmer Pot- 

* mnaee Pet Dec?” Ord Beo t - eee 

EAL, Heapert, Enfield. monton Pet Oct 
26 Ord Dec8 Steg 


Denton, Franz, Southpo: , Grocer’s Assistant 


Liverpool Pet Dec? “On Dale. Dec 10 


| res, Sir Warren Hastinas, Bart, pow pl, Padding. 
High Ord Dec 


Court Pet Sept 23 
Epwan ARDS, Davip CuHastes, Ferndale, a. Dairyman 
ie gs reef satan: .. Ord Dec 10 
vans, Evay, dnl Labourer Car- 
marthen ‘Pet Dec9 Ord Lec9 
Fox, James Rosert, Stow Bridge, Norfolk, Grocer King's 

Lynn Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 

a, beg Jourra, and Henry 


Trunk 
Wolverhampton Pet Nov2l Pet Dec9 
Garpiver, Georck Freperick Grace, Swansea, Canvasser 
Swansea Pet Dec8 Ord Dec8 
Gz, ALFRED Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Hatter Kings 
ton u} Hull Pet Dec5 Ord Dec9 
Gove, Eanest Cuaries, Great br! st, Westminster, 
Surveyor High Court Pet Jul Ord Dee 10 
Geummal Jemma, Lianel/ en, 
Victualler Carmarthen 


Tomas 
Manufacturers 





wes ABTHUR, i Somerset, Fishmonger Frome 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 1 


| Hapeis, pod and ° Hormeistesz, Mile End rd, 
eet ping. aeons High Court Pet Oct 15 


| Hopass. , it » Clacton on Sea, Stonemason Colchester 


H Bet Deo - Cod Deo 20 Butch Manage 
UD8ON, JAMES, vy, jutcher’s r Gt 
Grimsby Pet Dec9 Ord Dec9 

— ” aoe Brapuey, Leicester Leicester Pet Dec9 


| Ss Hesgseart Henry, Lenton, Nettinghem, Chemist 
Ni Pet Dec 7’ Ord Dec 

| MucHotianp, Wituram Pararick, Gt Crosby, Lanes, Builder 
Liv l Pet Novi8 Ord Dec 


Oakey, TLLIAM, en eg Collier Gloucester 
Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 

| OLiver, WiLLiAM, Bridgnorth, Salop Madeley Pet Dec 5 
Ord Dec 8 


Parker, Gzorce Agruur, Bibsworth rd, Finchley Barnet 
Pet Oct4 Ord Dec 9 

Putuincer. Puiu, King’s Td Bootmaker Birming- 
ham Dec 6 Ord Dec 

Reson, Groner, and tag Hareis Patsy, Reading, 
Grocers Resding Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 9 

Ruopes, Tuomas, Killinghall, Yorks, Milk Hawker York 
Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 10 

Tatiock, Tuomas, Bolton, Fruiterez Bolton Pet Dec 9 
Ord Dec 9 


Tuomas, Georcr Harry, Claverly, Salop, Farmer Madeley 
Pet Nov18 Ord Dec 8 

Tuomrsox, Anraur Heyky, b te = Auctioneer 
Wolverhampton Pet Dec7 Ord Lec 

Water, Zaric, Amburst rd, Hackney High Court Pet 
Octs8 Ord Dec8 

Watson, Percy Repe.t, Gt Grimsby, Fisherman Gt 
Grimsby Pet Dec7 Ord Dec7 

Wartsox, Wittiam Henry Lioyp, and Grorce Hunrinc- 
ton, Dering st, Bond st, Electricians High Court Pet 
Oct’6 Ord Dec 9 

Weaven, Tuomas, Keading, Ly sway Water Manufacturers 
Reading P+tsept15 Ord De 

Wousertry, Eowaap : anaes Weybridge High Court Pet 
Dee 1 ‘Ord Dec 16 


Amended notice substituted a, _~ ub pabtiohes 8 in 
the London Gazette of 
Mippievickx, Leon, Woodhouse, nor SShefiield, Jeweller 
Sheffield Pet the 3 Ord Dec 3 
azetie,—Fimpay, Dec. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BaGNALL, paenas, Langley, Oldbury, protcantan, Builder 
West Bromwich Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 
Bacsuaw, Samugt Maak, jun, Lowestofc, } a Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Dec 12 Ord Deci2 
Batcey, Witu1am Henry, Tickblll, Yorks, Farmer Sheffield 
Pet Dec lz Ord Dec 12 


Barret, Isaac, p= hose A st, Spitalfields, Baker High 
Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 12 

Bexnett, Mary, Wo » choo! Proprietress Brighton 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 

Brapy, Joan Bate Bedlington, Northumberland. 
Baker’s rd 


™ Vanman Newcastle on Tyne PetDeol2 VU 
c 


a ee ae ae ae a ee | 








1904, 
—=— 
| their 


143a, Queen 


on or bef 
or claims, te 


rected to be 
f appearing 


taurauteur 
| Manager 
‘ic Printer 
msby Pet 
ec9 Ord 
Pet Dee 
ber Pot- 
| Pet Oct 
Assistant 
Padding. 
Jairyman 
rer Car. 
' King’s 
sesame 
anvasser 
Kings 
minster, 
inna 
10 Ord 
Frome 


tnd rd, 
; Oct 15 


chester 
ger Gt 
t Dec9 
hemist 
suilder 
ucester 
Dec 5 
Barnet 


ming- 


ller 
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Buinaz, Tuomas, West Bromwich, Staffs, Gas Tube Manu- | Castiz, Sipyzry N, Baltic Jozt, Soromox, Camden rd, Licensed Victualler High 
facturer West Bromwich Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 Merchant Dec 30 at 12 Ths yz Court Pet Nov ‘ "Sra Dei 
Baoor,] Barc Manr, Ba Builth, Brecon, Jeweller Newtown Pet Gm Sos he, toe oe | Ko, See a Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield 
st, Leicester 12 
s, CHARLES Sse. Liscard, Cheshire, Book Keeper | Co. A " Las Sheffield, Blacksmith Sheffield Pet Dec 12 
Dw Sbeakad Pe bert Ober a ype Assay, Gt Gamaby loper Des at 1.39 Of | Lampe es 
porass é & 9 Arte > ety High Court Pet CaRgixctox, Jouy Tuomas, Crea ich rd, Stamford Hill, Lassen, Mesias, i, Glam, Milk Vendor Neath 


canrenres, Hues, Letceter, Boot Dealer Leicester Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Dec 1 
Caste, Sipvzy N, Balti ic Wharf, Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet Oct’ 14 Ord Dec 13 
Coon, Atrrep, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Baker Swindon 
et Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 
a. c Jom, a » Grocer Sunderland Pet Dec 10 


CorrERiLtL, Rosert, Tutbury, — Licensed Victualler 
Burton on Trent Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 14 

Cureinetoy, Jonn Tuomas, Oranwich rd, ~T Hill, 
Builder High Court Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec 

Dawson, CHARLES ge Newcastle under am Staffs, 

Troi Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 


ronmonger 

Dosson, Henagy, Wakefield, Joiner Wakefield Pet Dec 12 
Ord Dee 12 

Dopp, Arruur, Stratfieldsaye, nr Mortimer, Hants, Tailor 
Winchester Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 14 

Duck, Joux, Stones End, Southwark, > specu Victualler 

High Court Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 1 

Furrcusa, Jonny, = oe Lancs, Toone Bolton Pet 

Dec 12 Ord Dec 1 


GILBERT, Wash, Rusby, Warwick, Picture Frame Maker 
Coventry Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 

Goop, Wrii1aAm, New Cleethorpes, Builder Gt Grimsby 
Pet Nov17 Ord Dec 12 

HAuuipay, ‘een _ Antique Dealer Windsor 
Pet Decl Ord Dec 


Hitt, Hersert see. Cliftonvill Margate, Dental 
urgeon High Court Pet Dec 18 ‘Ord Dec 

Kippiz, Ricuarp James, Sheffield, Grocer Bhedtiela Pet 
Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Lambert, Ben, a, Blacksmith Sheffield Pet Dec 
12 Ord Dec 12 

Lampert, Mary Awn, ute, Glos, Butcher Bristol 

et Dec 14 Ord Dec 

Lannen, Micnak1, Neath, ‘Glam, = Vendor Neath and 
Aberavon Pet Dec 14 Ord Deo 

Muzeen, Me ae Yorks, F ‘armer North- 

. —-. Pet = 13 wan Dec 1 

ALMER, Tuomas, King William Fs Importer Hi 
Court Pet Oct15 Ord Decl4 “Bes - o 

sa ~Y Ry ¥ —* Walsall, Saddler Walsall 


Pans, Witsias Hewry, Leeds Leeds Pet Dec10 Ord 
jek a, ‘ten Baker Southampton 


Puan, [ALFRED vee, Bishop’s Castle, Salop, Painter 
Leominster Pet Dec12 Or Dec 12 

Rearpox, Ow a. Mountain Ash, Glam, Underground 
Roadman Aberdare Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Resse, Tuomas WIL114M, Rise Carr, Darlington, D urham. 

urer Stocktonon Tees Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 

Roserts, Henry Grorcr, Nottingham, Machinist Not- 

i Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 


SueemMan, RicHarp, los Li Cornwall, Market 

Gardener aye 2 "Pet Dea Od Dec 14 

—_,, Tuomas “Tq Farm Labourer 
Colchester “Tet Deo ts seo Ord Dew 


Srorgr, Joun Josers, Ashboene Desby, H Manu- 
. ng pay lecticel 12 Ont 12 
UMNER, Epwarp, Liv Elec! ineer Liver- 
pool Pet Nov 24 “Ord Bec ne 
TEELING, Wass GrorGe, | Hotel Manager 
Barnsta} Pet Dec12 Ord Dec 12 
od, Pendleton, Baiford, Lancs, Carter 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 
Wauseon, eos East Cowes, I of W Hants, Cycle Agent 
Newport Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 
Wanpoty Hurasen Wigan, owe Wigan Pet Dec 
Weqgaeeee, , James, Brighton Brighton Pet Dec12 Ord 


12 ° 
Witxixson, Taomas Jonysox, Durham Durham Pet Dec 
Ww: - Ord pW P ft, Ecc Sewage 
1Lu1s, Geor Ge WILLIAM, Patricroft, les, Lancs, 
Works Manager Salford Pet Dec 12 ‘Ord Dec 12 
Wes, am, _—o Yorks, Grocer Wakefield Pet 


Amended notices substituted peas tage) those published in 
— Rapa 


the Dec 2: 
Chair Maker 
ham Pet Now aoe Nov “g 


Seu EDERICK Wittiam, 8 Ww 
Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov28 
West, Fraxcis Hersert, Soho st, 7 a Hatter 
West Bromwich Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 
prod notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of ec 9: 
C.Louca, Drausitia, _—— Lancs, Baker Liverpool Pet 
Dec6 Ord Dec 6 


THompPson, 
ord 





FIRST MEETINGS. 
ASHMOLE, byw Ware, Herts, Builder Dec 23at12 Off 
row 
Bacsaaw gy 4 jun, Lowest, keeper Dec 
24 at 12.30 Off ee, King at aba 
Barrret, Isaac, Commercial st. ae, Baker Dec 29 
at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Bocock, Hiupa May, lk, Governess Feb 14 
at 12 Off Ree, 5 Petty Ct Cambridge 
Brapy, Jouwn Wim, orthumberland, 


Baker’s Vanman Dec %at 12 0 Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
RX, -anipgeotenipcmmie 
RIDGE, BERT, 
Clerk Dawes tio OF Off Rec, 14, Bedford 
Boegeras. « a Euyy, Hillingdon, ur Uxbridge, ‘Builder 
28 at 14, Bedford —— 
Boskis’ & “Oo, Mark in "Cor Facturs Dec 30 at 1 
©. i. me, ‘iiford, Builder Dec 28 at 3 
APSEY, y Epwaagp, 
4, Bedford row 








Builder Dec 28at11 Bankruptcy bi , Carey st 

Evax, Ty Bacas, L Carmarthen, 
Labourer ‘Dec’ 81 at 11.30 ff Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 


Evans, 
am, S Wit.iam Goronwy, Aberavon, Grocer Dec 29 at 
F » i ywood, Lanes, jontractor Dec 28 at 
mM ouN, He a 
3 19, echenge Bolton 
Fosneny, re T E, Salisbury ae London Wall 


Frazer, James GrorGE, ft av, Southall, Insurance 
t Dec30at3 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 


Gitpert, WALTER, by, Wi Warwick, Picture Frame Maker 
Dec 30 at 12 Off ec,8, High st, Coventry 

Grirritas, Jemma, Lianelly, rmarthen, Licensed 
Victualier Dec 31 at 11 is Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 


Ca 

—, Ropert, West en, Norfolk, Commission 
Agent Dec 24 at1 Off Rec, 8, King st. ‘Norwich 

Ss Cart G, Al tle Hotel, Piccadilly Dec 28 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Heapine, Gzorce W11114M, Spitalfields Market, Salesman 
Dec 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hicks, Freperick a Palace st, bet ay ee Medical 
Man Dec 29 at a oe a g*, Carey st 

Hornby, Taomas, Southport, Grocer 29a at 10.30 Off Rec, 
35, Vi st, Liverpool 

Huspanps, Henxsert Hexay, Lenton, Notts, Chemist Dec 

MLS BL TAT 

UDSON, JAMES, a a 

12 Off Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Kun, Morais, Lancaster 14, Notting Hill, Ladies’ 
Tailor’s Fitter Dec 29 at 12 Benkruptey Diggs, Carey st st 

Micucent, Henry Peter, James st 
Dec 30 at 11 Bankraptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Norros, Jonn Smepiey, Catherine st, Bi ham gate, 
‘Author Dec 30at 2. 30 Bankru: bldgs, Carey st 
ier Deo 24 at 12 


Oaxey, Wit.1am, Cinderford, Gics, 
0 , Station rd, Gloucester 
Pancras, WiLtiax Henry, Leeds Dec at 11 Off Rec, 22, 


PuItirs, Davin, Cardiff, Commercial Traveller Dec 28 at 
11 117, 8t st, Cardiff 
Pryer, JAMES, Comedian Jan 5 at 11.30 2, 
wa: ane hee 
Roserts, men GrorGe, Machinist Dec 
28 at 12 ff Reo 4, Castle pl, Cx, Nottingham 
SHACKEL, wocmaie Dec 30 at 12 14, Bedford 


row 

Wageen 3 Tomas Cuar.es, Emanuzl ay, Acton, Salesman 
Dec 28 at 11 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Warpie, ELeanor, Wigan, Greengrover Dec 29 at 3 19, 
Exchange st, Bolton 


Warsoy, Percy Repe.., Gt Grimsby, Fisherman Dec 23 
at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt ‘Grimsby 

WICKENDEN, JAMES, hton Jan 5 at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, 
Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Wituis, Georcze WILLIAM, B emp yey Eccles, Lanes, 
Sewage W: a Manager Dec 30at3 Off Rec, Byrom 


st, Man 
" ADJUDICATIONS. 
Ausion, Jonny, and Witiiam Grorce Atsion, Birmingham, 
Rope Manufacturers Birmingham Pet Nov 4 Ord 


Pet Nov 26 Ord Dec 12 
Baenatt, Toomas, Langley, Oldbury, * yaaa Builder 
West Bromwich Pet Dec 14 


Bacsuaw, Samvet Mark, jun, Lowestott ee Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Dee 12° “Ord Dec 
Barmzy, WimuAmM Hevry, Tickbill, Yorks, Farmer 
Pet Dec 12 Sok Hoe 
Beit, Rosert Jouy, a > *palham, Commercial 
Traveller Wandsworth et Dae 6 Ord Dec 12 
ool Proprietress Brighton 


Dec 14 
Backes, VALENTINE, Gossett Bethnal Green, Baker 
High Court 


Brxoman, Joacuim, White’s row, st, Woollen 
Merchant Court Pet Noy 21 Ona Dee 14 

Boyes, FrepeRick Est, Blackpool, Nurseryman Pres on 
Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 12 


Brapy, Jonn Wiriuiam, Bedlington, Northumberland, 
mae s Vanman Newcastle on Tyne Pet Dec 12 Ord 
c 12 


Beiper, Rosert, Spencer rd, Wealdstone, Commercial 
Clerk St Albans Pet Dec Ord Dec 10 

Brows, Cuartes Harper, Liscard, Cheamine, Seok Keeper 
Birkenhead Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

Brown, Joun SLOANE, aeeeny Se, Boker High Court 
Pet Nov2 Ord Dec 12 

Cook, ALFaEp, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Baker Swindon 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Cog com, © Hartlepool, Grocer Sunderland Pet Dec 10 


CoTTsRILL am Tutbury, Staffs, Licensed Victualler 
Burton on Trent Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

Dawsox, Cuartes Henry, Newcastle under L; 

monger Hanley Pet Decil4 Ord Dec 14 

Dossoy, Henry, Ni , Wakefield, Joiner Wakefield 
Pet Dec 12 ‘Ord Dec 12 

Dopp. Anraus, Strathfieidsaye, nr ae. Haats,’Tailor 
Winchester Pet Dec 14 v Ord 


a Joun Bernarp, Water oe Tower st, Produce 
Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Deis 


Frencut, Joum, per actor Bolton 

Gitpert, WALTER, Regbs Warwick, Picture Frame Maker 
Uoventry Pet Dec 13 Ord Dee 13 

Goon, spe New eae, Builder Gt Grimsby 
Pet Nov17_Ord Dec 13 ; 

Heaap, James Faepeaick, Horfield,Bristol,Grocer Bristol 
Pet Dec1 Ord Dec 13 





8 G Li 
Sonya Gat Dee” ane Co ew 





Mazrey, Ropert Frank, Sutton, Surrey Croydon Pet 

Moz, Wiad 13 - - 
ZEEN, WILLIAM, Kirbymoorside, Yorks, Farmer North- 

P. ‘ Pet Bao 18 chapel Al rt Leeds Leed: 

ARKER, WILLIAM — erton, is 8 

Pet Dec 10 yet gg tg 

Prarce, Sagan Ann, Mitchell st, 8t Luke's Greenwich 

P yt 2 Ord Deo 1s Southampton, Baker Fouthampton 

1TT, ALBERT, er 

Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

Pucca, Airrgep Epwarp, Bishop’s om. Salop, Paiater 
Leomi: Pet Dec 12 Dec 12 

Rearpox, Owex, Mountain Ash, Glam, Underground 
Reaiman Aberdare Pet Dec12 Ord Dee 12 

Reese, Tuomas Wim, Rise Carr, Li 
Stockton on Tees Pet Dec 13 Ord Dee to 

Roserts, Freperick Grorcr, Haverfordwest, Coal Mer- 
chant PembrokeDock Pet Nov16 Ord Dec 12 

Roserts, ony ep Nottingham, Machinist N 


0 Ord Dec 10 
SHermax, Ricwaep, ro, Cornwall, Market 
Sur mg = Suffolk, F 
TH, OMAS , Asington, 
chester Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 
Srorek, Joun Josera, eae, Derby, Hosiery 


T engi. pe &t John’s hill, oom | 
ANNER, GEORGE ARTHUR, 8 unc, 
Picture Frame Maker Wandsworth P 3 Ord 


Dec 3 
Tuomrsox, Toes. Pendleton, Salford, Lancs, Carter 
Salford Pet Dee id Ord Dec 14 


WALLace, PF ats East Cowes, 2a W, Cycle Agent 
Newport Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Wanrpte, Eveanor, Wigan, Wigan Pet Dec 
12 Ord Dec 12 


West, Francis Hersert, Smethwick, fete, Hatter West 


wich Pet Nov 28 Ord Dec 14 
bales 5 JAMES, Brighton Pet Dec12 Ord 


WI tkinson, Tuomas Jonysox, Darham Durham Pet Dec 
14 Ord Dec 14 


Witus, Grorce Wiest, —, .. , lense, 
—_ W Manager Dec 12 


wes = Pompe A my Yorks, Grocer Wakefield 
gdb notice substituted fur that published i in 
yay of Dec 2 


the 
= Je ago Rake, East Liss, Hants, hailder Ports- 
Pet Noy 28 Ord Nov 28 
‘Hotice substitu’ are ee ees Eh 


London 
Foxatr, ALBERT Ley Worcester, Tailor Worcester 
Pet Nov 5 Ord Dec 
ADJ ne 3 AUNGIERD. 
Huaues, og | Jarrray, Wimbledon, Surrey, Physician 
es Surrey Adjud June 16, 1893 Annul Nov 


Cnay NEY, Tuomas Sixcuarr, Maidstone, Kent, Scalemaker 
Maidstone Adjud Aug 20, 1887 Annul Dee 14, 1904 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apam, Jous Agtave Srayiey, Champion hill, Denmark 
hill, Commercial ‘Traveller High Court Pet Dec 15 
Banner, Soe Amy | aw eS i Toy Dealer Birming- 


Barrow — “amb estmorland, Cycle Dealer 
Kendal Pet Dec 17 alende, Won % 
Brap, Witt1aM Artuur, The fl Holcombe, nr Bath, 
Wesleyan Minister Wells Pet Nov2¢ Ord Dee 17 
BLomr1eLp, pr | Henry, Belvedere, Chemist Rochester 
Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 
Brown, Wi1LL1AM James, Soham, Cambs, Butcher Cambridge 
. Pet = 17 gr Dec 17 - 
nyce, Eayest James, Cranley mans, Mus' 
Co. Hosier es ~~ Ord Dec 15 
RYBE y, Lodging house Keeper 
7 ee Dec 16 Ord 


enon = Og.ayvo, Tatheringham, Suffolk, Farmer 
I a et Dec 15 Ord Dec 


Ganesan, Jaman Harpenden, Herts, Bleacher Luton Pet 
Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 
Tailor HighCourt Pet Nov 26 


Grauam, James, Aston, .— Grocer Birming- 
ham Pet Dec 16 Grd Dee t 

Geant, Roperr, Whitecross st, +4 a 's, Distiller High 
Court Pet Nov 30 Ord Dec 


H CHARLES, upon Hi 
“tae pon Hull et Deo 16. Ord! Deo 16 
Seana = dem Corsham, Wilts, Farmer Bath Pet 
Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 
eee 4 WV, Mid Hill, Builder Barnet Pet Nov 
Kent, ALFRED Wiuuiam, Kew Green, Surrey Wandsworth 
MR ailoeee. N at Moa, Advertising 
’ ILLIAM LTON, ew 
wee ae spon —— Ord Dee 12 
KRY, As ILSON, 
Durham Pet Dec 17 Ord Deo 17 
Maasrtix Henry, Brownsover ar Rugby Farmer Coveatry 
Pet Dec 16 ‘Ord Deo 16 . 
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vi tttleieoush Pet Dee lb Grd Bs 
a ey alace rd, Costumier High 


Pet Deci6 Ord 6 
Parrort, Henry Josern, Colchester, Licensed Victualler 
Colchester Pet Dec5 Ord Dec 14 
Prruax, Hexzy, Eastbourne, Ladies’ Tailor Eastbourne 
hi ag Ord Dee 15 - 
ENJAMIN, Birmingham, Grocer irmingham 
Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 14 


gst, Wituam Grorer, Pembroke Dock, Salesman 
Pembroke Dock Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 
Rice, Witiiam James, Pakefield, ae, Builder Gt 
wes Lege Pet a 29 Ord Dee 16 
ixsox, Seymour WILLIAM, by Coventry. Pct Dec 
16 Ord Dec 16 - 
Roeies, Hewry | rr Clerk Bristol Pet Nov5 
Ord Dee 15 


— & Co, City rd High Court Pet Nov 28 Ord 


Stack, Wittiam, Wilson, Breedon on the Hill, Leicester, 
Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 
Yorks, General Upholsterer 
a ng ke 15 Ord Dee 15 Ges 
ira, ALFRED Grane Harrington, Cumberland, - 
dener Whitehaven Pet Dec 16 "Ord Dee 16 
Surra, Hexry Banixe, oan Builders’ Merchant 
Ipswich Pet Dec 16 i Dec 16 


Sravi, Aatuce, Finchley, Barnet Pet Dec 1 
Ord Dee 15 
Srzxcenr Heyer, est Brid — 
Nottingham Pet Nov 23 Dee 1 


Pet Dee 2 
Weaver, Wiu4x Epwazp, Shrewsbury, An*tioneer’s 
Salesman Shrewsbury Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 


Semen aes mctated Sar that pabtiched in the 
London Gazette of Dec 6 

Taxes, Groce Axravs, St John's hill. Clapham Junction 

Picture Frame Maker Wandsworth Pet Dec3 Ord 


Dec 3 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Ava, Jous Asruve Sraxiey, Champion hill, Denmark 
ye Traveller Jan2 at 12 Bankraptey 


Hzsey, ¥ 
Basuges Wauiaa a a orks, Farmer Dec 30 
<a Dec_29 at 10.20 


Wane, Feasces Banana, 


Baxer & Sos, G, Wi 4 heey Deo 29 at 
as 2B at 

— 4, Paving 

GE A ~— Dec 30 at 
1265 Om Ree. ai, Or dehne a 

Barcs, Exseer Jauzs, Cranicy mans, Hill rd, 
i a. Jan 3 at 11 ee en Sow 

Cxoves, Dever Lancs, Baker ‘an5 at 10.20 
Off Rec, %. Victoria st, 

Couzx, Jacos, "Dee 29 at 1 Off Rec, 14, Chapel 


a, 
Coccres, Wituax Weis, Stockport, Cheshire, tees 
Mechanic Dec 2 at 11 Off Re>, County ebm 


Market pl, Stockport 
Con, AuvzED, Wootton Bassett, SR i 
Swindon 


Cos ee tea Wale T 
er ZASETH, ’ 
house Keeper 


uay, Lodging 
Jan 5at1020 Off Rec,39, 


ford circus 


a Wuu Public House Manager 
Dee 2 at 3 Of cpm, a  Wolverbarn st, Dudley 


Davsos, Casutzs 4 Heer, Newcastle Lyme, Staff«, 
Dee 2 at _ = Twohall, Hanley 
Dar ob ket, Warrhusicn + gH Dee 2) at 12 


olvaham yon 
ee ee, ee Oe Jan 2 at 12 


Losses, Hazer, al, Selder ee 20 06/1100 Off 
Ree, 6, Bond ter, W 


Lucu, Jom vd, Kad, Southwark, 
Vietmsibes Jan? stil Bankr: “bigs Oar 
220%, DAVID AEZLEs mat y) an 
Dec Batiz 16, Hi “ Me vas 

Vou, Jauza Roster, ow t, Norick, Grocer Jani 
112) Court House, s 

7 Guowet Ferorucn Swenses, Canvarct 
DeAastii Of Rec, 4, rd, Berane. 


Kervescx, Pacers Oxeren —. Wetnetary, Grocer 


eats SES on wo 


Lemener, Bow x: er Dee 2 at. Off Ree 
Vigtere in, Gatch 
Rages, Socthens on om Gen, Watcher Jan 4 at 12 
Men, Om. 


rom, ey Recap Jama 


ee yr a ro or . 








MERRYWEATHER. LONDON em 
_MERRYWEATHERS’ “ VALIANT ” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 





Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 8290. 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. THE KING. 


The ** VALIANT ”’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICGHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 
Earl Fitzhardinge. 
Lord Gifford. 
Lord Pirbright. : 
Pe eee Bea, FP. | ota A. de Hothed 


rad Wil 








_ Heszy, Eastbourne, Ladies’ 
unty Court Office Seaside rd, Eastbourne 

Pure, gapon ie bouthempton. Baker Dec 29 at 3 

Off Rec, Bank Hig st, Romeee | 
Reaspox,Owss, Mountain Ash, Glam. 

Dec 2 ati2 135, High st Merthyr 

Gusaman, RIcHARD, Eglos on hs Cora 

Gardener Dec 31at12 Off Boscawen st, Truro 
Sucpxrs, ALEXANDER Percy, Atherstone, Warwick, Frui 

= 29 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 


Smits, Tuomas, Assington, Suffolk, Farm Labourer Dec 
30 at 2.30 Caps Hotel, Colchester 

Srezrz, Wituiam, and Sypyey Srzz.e, Smallthorne, nr 
Barslem, Staffs, Boot Dealers Dec 29 at 10.15 Town- 


Eall, 
Sroues, Jous Josern, Ashbourne, Derby, Hosiery 
anufacturer Dec 28 at 11 Off Bee, 47 it, Glphamt 
Tasszr, Gsorce Arrave, St John's bu, 
J , Picture ey Maker of 24, 


T 4 G be, Hotel Manager 
EZELISG, ILLIAM GEORGE, 
Dec 29 at 12.39 94, 

Taouesos, AzTuur Hexny, Wolverhampton, Staffs, 
Auctioneer Dec 29at11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
ees, NicHo.as heme ay Salford, Carter Dec 30 

8.4 


Off Bec, Byrom 

Tcrrer, ALBERT Siovesen, + Butchers’ Manager 
Dec 30 at 11.30 24, Railway a; a od 

Ucen, Hewey Aeruve, Disraeli , Bui Dec 
WM at12.20 Uw, Railway app, A 

Vavouas, Fampznicx a Far f Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, 
Watch Repairer Dee 28 at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 


Corporation st, poe ad 
Wattac Easy, Boat Conan, O sree wine Dec 31 at 3 
Sa, N o 
Wares, Mines cap ot Raeey = Lae, Act uctioneer Dec 30 at 11 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Warts, Geonse, Cymmer, nr Port 4.7 Glam, Painter 
Ww. Dee Os oe Bes, a qo Auctioneer 
gaver, Witiiax W AED, "s 
Saleeman Jan 10 at 10 ‘Off Ree, 42, &t John’s nill, 


Shrews 
West, —— 1s Mqsceet, Smethwick, Staffs, Hatter 
Dee 29 at 11 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 


Witaissos Toon at, Joussrs, , Daten Dec 2at3 Off 


Bee, 
Wis, Hexev, West Bromwich, Boot and Shoe Dealer 
Des 0 at iz Baskin chm$rs, 191, Corporation st, 
Weems, Janes, Waal tear tr ote Grocer Dec W at 11 
Wewur, Toe tee Taouss, Liverpool, Burveyor Jan 3 at 
12 Off Ree 26, Victoria st. vo 
 ADJUDIGATIONS. 
Avas, Jonus Antave Srastey, chemaion hill, Denmark 
a ae nt Pe Dee 


} 
Baaees, Ags BuIAsA, Piceringbess, Toy Dealer Birming- | aes Bisse Bante, ok 
y WT etentiand, Cycle Dealer | Tavion, Kuro Warten, Chatteris, Cambridge, Varmer 


Dec & 


Bansow, Hever, ‘ attedee 
Kendal Pet'Dee 1 Ord’ Dec 17 


| Beouriawo, Yeascis Hesey, renter, Kent, Chemist 
Kocher Pa 


7] Ke a 4 RH Muswell hill rd, 
YOR, em Janne 
x Hosier High Court Pet Dee 15 iS Ord Dee 16 
Cosma, 5 +: H+ a Onauins Vane, Chapter v4) W llewen 

vie, We ate te 0d Deo 16 


is Ord Des a 


meres He Kuz My 














Tailor Dec 29 at 2.30 | CBACKNELL, = as Qes-sumo, Saiesingiom, Suffolk, Farmer 


Dee 15 
Cross, Sau Wave, New Oxford st High Court Pet 
| Cunainaton, Joux Tuomas, Cranwich rd, Stamford hill, 
uilder High Court Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec 16 


Market | Exviaway, Epwix James, paeeretie, Glam, Baker 


“Aberdare Pet Dec 16° Ord Dec 


terer Firsrenavu, Louis Frepesic ey and Frepgricx Joun 


Leperr, Mansion Housechmbrs HighCourt Pet Nov 
Ord Dee 15 


7 

Gente, James, Harpenden, Herts, Bleacher Luton Pet 
Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Go.psesc, Harris, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer Bristol 
Pet Dec Dec 15 


. Birmingham, Grocer Birmingham 
Ord Dec 17 
Haavey, pid, Wit.ovcssy, Bromley Croydon Pet 
Janill Ord Dec 15 


Hi.i, Caar.es upon Hull, Boot Dealer Kingston 
upon Hull uit” Pet Dee 18" Oi Ord Dec 16 msl 

Hoosermay, Israzt, Fournier, st italfields, Provisi 
Merchant 


Spi 
Court Pet 86 bo Ord Dec 16 
Hovipeate, Atpert Epwazp, ren, Confectioner 
Liverpool Pet Nov11 Ord Dec 1 
Ivsrey,’Joszru, Woodville, Derby, Boker Burton on Trent 
Pet Nov2 Ord Dec 16 
Kest, Atrezp Wituram, Kew Som, Surrey Wands- 
worth Pet Dec16 Ord Dec 
Leaoo, Freperick ameaae, Wetleen, Baker Swindon Pet 
Lave, Moss, Boyes sf, Camberwell Gate High Co 
EV ee 88, Boyson rd. e a urt 
biel ow ore Fao Newport a 
xe, Wiitiam Mitton on, vertising nt 
Newport,Mon Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec Age 
| rm Farmer 


Lockey, Tuomas fay "cen, 
Durham Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 
a Hy Atyrep Lzonarp, Poole, Dorset, Grocer 
Pet Nov 17 Deo 15 


Masa, He te, Has, pepeeeeres, nr Rugby, Farmer Coventry 
Mookz, Guonce E, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks, Boot 
Dealer Midd 


Pet 15 Ord Dec 17 
NewrTon, moans, » Eanmener, Job Merchant 
Manchester 


Coe sca oo. 
Pet Dec 


N Bu yu wt Deo 16. —— ot Bcul Li 

on, Buruat James, Vv ~ r . 

>, ea Ta ers Ook et ee Laven 

Past, Wittism Guonox, Pombroke , Salesman 
Pembroke Dock PetDec17 Ord Dec | 

Rossenee, Beruees | eaten, hegts, Warwick Coventry 


Ord 
Stack, Witt1am, Wilson, Breedon on the = Leicester, 
Farmer, det Deo. 16 Ord Dre J how 2 
Suaatow, Henay, Rotherham, Yorks cna olstere: 
Bhefiield Pet Dec 15 Ord Deo 1 4 


Guirn, Atvazp Guanonn, siasrington, Cumber' 3 
Whitehaven Pet Rs Ord Dec 16 
Surra, Cuanies Banpiay, John Moi 
Court Pet July 23 Ord Doo 14 
Builder's Merchant 
deo 16 


T Ww oom 1 Ood Deo 31 tol Manager 
a, ILLIAM Deets’ Oom De, 

RELING Pet Ord i 1b 0 

Uren, Henny Fp hy *Diarsall rd, Putney, Builder 
Wandeworth Pet Oct 11 Ord Deo 15 


Vavouan, Fanpenion Tan byl own 
Watch 





‘own, nr Dews! 
‘et Doo 17 Ord Boo 17 
il puamnen'e 





WwW ry Witssam Kowanp Pt 44 
"taleunen Shrewsbury Pot Doo 14 


Fil 


omy 3S 





